mf 


—Sgt. Stone, The U.S. Army’s 22-year UFO Investigator & Retrieval Specialist 
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Preface 


This book should not exist. 

Why do I say this? Simply put, according to the U.S. Air Force, there is no govern- 
ment interest in the subject of UFOs. If this were truly the case, then the documents that 
make up the bulk of this book should have never been created by the various agencies of 
the U.S. Government. Furthermore, I myself could not have been assigned by the U.S. 
Army to the investigation of UFO debris for more than 22 years. 

When I first wrote this book, it was my desire to provide the public with docu- 
mented proof, with government records that clearly show that something we commonly 
refer to as UFOs actually exists. While many records have been declassified and released 
to the public, many other relevant records remain classified in the interests of national 
security. Even the documents I could not obtain, therefore, prove that UFOs represent a 
vital national security issue. 

Parts of this book were included in a report I submitted to the U.S. Congress in the 
hope of getting a congressional hearing into two little-known military operations 
codenamed Project Moondust and Operation Blue Fly. You will learn in the chapters to 
come that the U.S. Air Force even lies to members of Congress to conceal the activities of 
these two missions. Recently, the Air Force has rehashed these old lies into a report called 
“The Roswell Report: Case Closed,” conveniently timed to discredit the fiftieth anniver- 
sary commemoration of the Roswell Incident and, by extension, the belief in UFOs by the 
majority of the American people. 

The Air Force states that no records exist—classified or otherwise—on these two 
missions. However, since December 13, 1994, the Air Force has not been able to explain 
why it still has classified documents on these nonexistent missions. (I can prove that they 
have at least such documents.) 

On December 13, 1994, I filed an appeal for the release of the above-mentioned 
documents. As of June 1997, the U.S. Air Force has not responded to that appeal. They 
have yet to figure out a way to deny these records without admitting they knowingly lied 
to members of Congress about the existence of these same records. 

As for me, I continue my search for answers to some of the many questions raised 
by the one truth I have come to know about all of this: MAN IS NOT ALONE IN THE 
UNIVERSE. 


Clifford E. Stone 
Roswell, New Mexico 
June 25, 1997 
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Author’s Introduction 


The U.S. government, and specifically the Air Force’s Declassification and Re- 
view team, released a preemptive attack on the 50" anniversary UFO activities in Roswell, 
NM on June 24, 1997. The Air Force timed the release of this previously prepared 1996 
report in an attempt to strategically deflate what they fear is becoming a popular move- 
ment. If the government claims that UFOs don’t exist, why should it bother to put the 
time and effort into creating a 231-page report that unsuccessfully attempts to disprove 
every bit of evidence supporting the likely scenario of a UFO crash at Roswell in 1947? 

The “powers that be” in the Miltary and Intelligence agencies are not concerned 
with more Heaven’s Gate-type victims, as they claim, but rather in quieting the charges of 
deliberate government cover-ups. So how did they deflect all that mistrust of the govern- 
ment? With another elaborate cover-up, of course. 

“The Roswell Report: Case Closed” includes such convenient government ex- 
planations as balloon-dropped life-sized crash dummies, badly burned crash victims of a 
military plane, and round hovercraft, all of which must have been mistaken by hysterical 
civilian witnesses for alien corpses and flying saucers. 


To briefly counter this clumsy deflection: 


1) All the crucial sightings of dead, live and burnt aliens describe child-sized 
figures that were half the size of the government's crash dummies explana- 
tion. (The dummies were generally 5’4” to 6’ in height.) 


2) The datings of the Air Force incidents and exercises are up to a decade after 
Roswell’s reports. 


3) The slow hovercraft never got higher than several yards, while flying saucer 
reports by civilians and scores of Air Force pilots involve high altitude crafts with 
unprecedented speed and maneuverability. 


Most important, all these attempts to “close” the Roswell case don’t put a dent in 
the many decades of UFO data collected by civilians and military personnel—like my- 
self—around the nation and world. 


For many years now the American Intelligence Community has been charged with 
the alleged cover-up of UFO data and not releasing this information to the American 
public or to members of Congress. Worse than not releasing UFO information to Con- 
gress is the verifiable fact that the Intelligence Community regularly lied to Congress 
about this sensitive subject. 

Congress serves as a weighty factor in our democracy’s system of checks and bal- 
ances. Our various Congressional Committees serve as significant watchdogs to oversee 
those government agencies entrusted with our national security. Because we have our 
U.S. Constitution and our Congress, we cannot have an all-powerful secret police force 
that is typical of autocratic nations. While various types of information must be protected 
(classified) and kept from the public in the legitimate interests of national security, we 
can never accept that such information may not be discreetly revealed to the relevant 
Congressional Committee in a closed executive session. 

Over the years, Congress has held many open hearings on the subject of UFOs, 
but there has never been any mention of any executive sessions held on the subject. 
These hearings have always been based on the Project Blue Book files, with no mention 


of any other agencies’ involvement. This is more than deceptive, since, as you shall read 
further on, Blue Book was conceived as a government smoke screen to keep the American 
people from the true depth and scope of its government’s work on UFOs. 

With the enactment of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) of 1974, docu- 
ments were released alluding to more than a passive interest by the U.S. Military in UFOs. 
Exposing Blue Book for what it was, it then became clear that many government agencies 
other than merely the U.S. Air Force were involved in UFO work. These released docu- 
ments were once classified and heavily censored. Also, there are strong indications that 
the Congress was never made aware of the existence of these documents, their classified 
nature, or even the other agencies’ involvement in UFOs. 

Not restricted to dramatic UFO events in the 1940s and ’50s, many of these docu- 
ments deal with incidents in the 1970s, ’80s, and ’90s. They also reflect a concern that 
UFOs are something real, not theoretical, and that they involve technologies far in ad- 
vance of our own. If this is truly the case, it means that the Air Force purposely lied to the 
U.S. Congress and the American people about UFOs’ not existing and not posing a poten- 
tial threat to our security. 

I am of the firm belief that Congress should hold a hearing on the involvement of 
various U.S. intelligence agencies concerning their past and present interest in UFO phe- 
nomena. This would not be held to determine, for example, whether discovered UFO 
debris is composed of materials not found on Earth, but rather to determine if informa- 
tion is being illegally kept from Congress and how we may guarantee that proper channels 
of information are kept open in the future. 

The primary intent of this book is not to provide the American people and mem- 
bers of Congress with reliable documentary evidence of interplanetary spacecraft, even 
though I would question the reasoning powers of a reader who continues to doubt the 
reality of UFOs, given the documentation provided in this book. My main goal is to prove 
through documented evidence that many different government agencies are involved in 
serious UFO investigation—even though this fact has been expressly denied. In addition, 
this documentation clearly shows a high level of national security interest, often classified 
Top Secret; yet the appropriate members of Congress are not being kept informed about 
significant developments relating to the safety of their constituents. 


Our nation is not a banana republic ruled by a military hunta. Congress must pro- 
tect its own rights and powers, as well as the trust placed in it by the American People. Our 
senators and representatives who serve in the most significant committees overseeing our 
national security must be well informed of the activities of all other governmental agen- 
cies. We don’t want our leaders to find out crucial information about UFOs when it is too 
late to do anything about this phenomenon. I’m a proud career soldier, but I don’t want 
information of global importance restricted only to military minds. 

While it is understood that some information must be kept out of the public do- 
main to insure legitimate national security interests, no justification must ever be accepted 
for the exclusion of the U.S. Congress. 

Planet Earth may have some serious decisions to make in the immediate future, 
and we’d better make sure that the leaders of its mightiest nation are involved in a man- 
ner that befits our world’s primary democracy. 

Don’t just read this book. Act on it. Make certain that the few (key officers in the 
Air Force) do not bully the many (our nation’s leading senators and congressmen), creat- 
ing convenient Warren Commission-type reports, such as “The Roswell Report: Case 
Closed,” keeping us in the dark when our skies are lit with vital questions. 
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Introduction by Stanton T. Friedman 


As a nuclear physicist with a strong interest in flying saucers since 1958, and having lec- 
tured on the subject “Flying Saucers ARE Real” since 1967 in fifty states, nine provinces, 
and ten foreign countries, I have met many people who claim to be “UFO researchers.” 
Often what they mean is that they are interested enough to have read several books, many 
newspaper articles, and seen a few TV shows on the topic. Usually, they have not seriously 
researched all aspects of the UFO phenomena and have made no objective attempt to 
evaluate what they have read, seen, or heard. 

Most so-called documentaries on television are very short on documentation and 
very long on unsubstantiated opinion. Both sides of the discussion often seem to take the 
same approach: “Don’t bother me with the facts; my mind is made up.” Debunkers also 
seem to abide by another rule: “What the public doesn’t know, I won’t tell them.” 

Sergeant Clifford Stone (ret.), in contrast, has spent an enormous amount of 
time, energy, and money documenting the role of the U.S. Government with regard to 
the investigation of flying saucers. Stone risked his military career by trying to dig out the 
facts about highly classified USAF projects such as Moon Dust and Blue Fly. This truly 
dedicated researcher demonstrates throughout this book that the government agencies 
responding to his requests often gave contradictory testimonies. There clearly seems to 
be a certain level of incompetence demonstrated by those who responded to his requests 
under the Freedom of Information Act. More importantly, there is also a definite indica- 
tion of intentional misrepresentation by official government agency spokesmen. 

It is outrageous to consider that a serving member of our military forces is not entitled 
to exercise his rights as an U.S. citizen. To the best of my knowledge, the Freedom of Informa- 
tion Act and the various executive orders used to control dissemination, storage, declassifica- 
tion, etc., of government documents are not restricted to either civilians or the military. As an 
officer in the Armed Forces, SFC Stone’s primary duty was the defense of this nation’s citizens. 
Wasn’t it his duty to do everything possible to inform members of Congress about visitations 
by aliens? This is especially important in view of the constant stance of government agencies 
who maintain that UFOs are not a threat to the security of the United States. 

Sergeant Stone provides ample evidence of the willingness of our government 
agencies to lie to its citizens. Even worse, he demonstrates that lies are even told to mem- 
bers of Congress, such as New Mexico’s Senator Bingaman. 

As Clifford Stone lives in Roswell, New Mexico, he presents a number of docu- 
ments dealing with the USAF’s efforts to cover up the facts about the recovery of a crashed 
flying saucer near Roswell in July 1947. He includes the complete texts of the report on 
Roswell by the General Accounting Office and of the Air Force’s attempted preemptive 
strike against the Federal Accounting Office. He points out the Air Force’s deceptive and 
nasty tricks, such as leaving out a crucial phrase from an FBI memo and conveniently 
omitting a very important quote from the Roswell newspaper article about the crash. 

Stone also documents from military sources the fact that Project Blue Book was not 
even the primary USAF group that concurred with investigation of flying saucer reports. 
The author describes and criticizes the activities of the other agencies that censored out 
reports which were often too sensitive to be included in Project Blue Book. 
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I am frequently surprised that most citizens aren’t aware that the U.S. Government 
maintains special teams ready to retrieve components from interstellar objects that inad- 
vertently crash on Earth. The vast technical resources we maintain for surveillance of the 
upper and lower atmosphere, including radar and orbital satellites, can trace those rare 
pieces of Russian (or old Soviet) payloads falling out of orbit and/or crashed flying sau- 
cers. 

There is obviously a need to provide security as quickly as possible when a highly 
classified aircraft, such as a U2, goes down. When a strategic airborne or ground-based 
vehicle has an accident, a prompt response is necessary to seal off the crash site and to 
report the significant details. To recover classified components such as code books, so- 
phisticated electronics, or nuclear warheads are obvious necessities. 

It should further be noted that our primary sky and ground surveillance systems all 
produce data that is immediately classified rather that distributed to the news media. 
Every year our military and intelligence community agencies, such as the National Secu- 
rity Agency, the National Reconnaissance Office, the Air Defense Command, and others 
all detect and monitor flights of “uncorrelated targets.” 

Here is a very provocative quote from a November 1961 USAF document from this book: 


These three peacetime projects [UFO Investigation, Project Moon Dust, and Project 
Blue Fly] all involved a potential for employment of qualified field intelligence 
personnel on a quick-reaction basis to recover or perform field exploitation of 
unidentified flying objects, or known Soviet Bloc aerospace vehicles, weapons sys- 
tems and or residual components of technical equipment. 


This quote certainly indicates that there would have been standard procedures 
written for personnel carrying out these functions such as are described in “Majestic-12 
Group Special Operations Manual SOM1-1 Extraterrestrial Entities and Technology, Re- 
covery and Disposal,” which is revealed in my own book, Top Secret/Majic. 

Sergeant Stone is to be congratulated for providing a multitude of government 
documents, many never before published, for interested readers to evaluate on their own. 
Some will be especially shocking for those who think U.S. government agencies cannot 
keep secrets. The unwillingness of agencies to often say no more than “we cannot con- 
firm nor deny” gives a clear indication of high security, and certainly establishes the sensi- 
tive nature of matters relating to Unidentified Flying Objects...long after the closure of 
Project Blue Book. 

One can only hope that major media organizations such as the New York Times, the 
Washington Post, Sixty Minutes, 20/20, etc., will read this book and expend the same energy 
blowing the lid off this cosmic Watergate as they did concerning the political one. 

The newly established (1995) Executive Order 12958 makes it much more difficult 
for military and intelligence organizations to keep any files classified for more than twenty- 
five years. The rule now is “If in doubt, declassify,” rather than the reverse philosophy 
from our Cold War days. The government should justify maintaining Top Secret security 
status for UFO documents after so many years. 

With the efforts of hard working, truth-seeking researchers like Clifford Stone, 
there is a chance that the truth will finally come out by the end of the century. 


Stanton 7. Friedman 
une 19, 1997 
redericton, NB, Canada 
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CHAPTER ONE 


UFOs: The Beginning 


On June 24, 1947, a civilian pilot flying over 
the Cascade Mountains in Washington 
State, spotted nine disc-shaped craft flying 
in formation at a high rate of speed. He 
radioed in his sightings, fully expecting a 
rational explanation about some sort of Air 
Force experiment. No explanation was 
forthcoming, and the eerie craft remained 
unidentified. Thus began the modern era 
of flying saucers. 

For the next twenty-two years, the 
United States Air Force would study flying 
saucer reports. Later, the Air Force would 
change the term “flying saucer” to “Uni- 
dentified Flying Object (UFO)” as a more 
appropriate definition of the phenomena. 
These official studies were to be conducted 
under such names as Project Sign, Project 
Grudgeand, finally, Project Blue Book. 

On December 17, 1969, the Secre- 
tary of the Air Force announced the termi- 
nation of Project Blue Book, the AirForce’s 
official and only publicly known program 
forinvestigating Unidentified Flying Ob- 
jects (UFOs). 

The decision to discontinue UFO 
investigationswas based on an evaluation of 
a report prepared by theUniversity of Colo- 
rado entitled, “Scientific Study of Uniden- 
tified Flying Objects,” a review of the Uni- 
versity of Colorado’s report by the National 
Academy of Sciences, past UFO studies, and 
the Air Force’s two decades of experience 
investigating UFO reports. 

As a result of these investigations 
and studies, and of experience gained from 
investigating UFO reports since 1948, the 
conclusions of Project Blue Book were the 
following: 


(1) no UFO reported, investigated, 
and evaluated by the Air Force has 
ever given any indication of threat 
to our national security, 

(2) there has been no evidence 
submitted to or discovered by the 
Air Force that sightings categorized 
as “unidentified” represented 
technological developments or 
principles beyond the range of 
present day scientific knowledge, 
and 

(3) there has been no evidence 
indicating that sightings catego- 
rized as “unidentified” are extrater- 
restrial vehicles. 


In 1977, President Carter asked the 
National Aeronautics and Space Adminis- 
tration (NASA) to look into the possibility 
of resuming UFO investigations. After alleg- 
ing to have studied all the facts available, 
NASA decided that nothing would be 
gained by further investigation. The Air 
Force agreed with that decision, stating that 
if firm evidence was found justifying further 
investigation, an appropriate agency would 
be directed to undertake the effort. 

With the termination of Project Blue 
Book, the Air Force regulation establishing 
and controlling the program for investigat- 
ing and analyzing UFOs was rescinded. All 
documentation regarding the former Blue 
Book investigation was permanently trans- 
ferred to the National Archives and Records 
Service in Washington, D.C. where it is avail- 
able for public review and analysis. 

The termination of Project Blue 
Book, if we are to believe the stated conclu- 
sions of the Project itself, should have ended 
the U.S. Government’s involvement and 
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interest in UFOs. But did it? Or did govern- 
ment work with UFOs go underground? 

We will investigate this crucial ques- 
tion further, but for now we will focus our 
analysis on the Air Force’s conclusions which 
brought to an end the U.S. Government’s 
“official” UFO investigative program, Project 
Blue Book. 

For the purpose of this analysis I will 
limit my comments and references to docu- 
ments known to have existed prior to the 
closure of Project Blue Book in 1969. Let’s 
look at those incredible United States Air 
Force conclusions point by point. 


(1) No UFO reported, investigated, 
and evaluated by the Air Force has 
ever given any indication of threat 
to our national security. 


To this point I must retort that if an 
unknown flying object violates the air space 
of the United States then a potential (and I 
must stress potential) threat to our security 
does in fact exist. Who is to say that an ob- 
ject hurtling towards a major American city 
or defense facility is not carrying thermo- 
nuclear weapons from a hostile nation or 
rogue terrorist organization? Can we slouch 
back and relax at our radar scanners because 
we cannot identify the flying objects closing 
in on us. Should we take comfort that these 
craft are too fast and maneuverable to be 
known Soviet fighter jets or scud missiles? 

Obviously, our armed forces have the 
primary role of defending our nation from 
attack. If scrambling fighter jets proves fu- 
tile, then we, in my humble opinion, had 
better do what we can to gather informa- 
tion about such phenomena from scientists, 
aviators and air force personnel worldwide. 

Conclusion number one, in short, is 
illogical and highly disturbing. After Pearl 
Harbor, the World Trade Center, Oklahoma 
City, and reports of unauthorized private 
sales of nuclear submarines and warheads 
from the corrupt former Soviet military, one 
would expect that our armed forces would 
be less cavalier about America’s security. 


Now we will look at some of the early 
government documents to see what they say 
about the Air Force’s first conclusion. 

In 1948, the Office of Naval Intelli- 
gence and the Directorate of Intelligence 
of the United States Air Force did a joint 
study of the UFO phenomena. Air Intelli- 
gence Report No. 100-203-79, entitled 
“Analysis of Flying Object Incidents in the 
U.S.” and dated December 10, 1948, was the 
end result of that study. It concluded: 


Since the Air Force is responsible 
for control of the air in the defense 
of the U.S. it is imperative that all 
other agencies cooperate in con- 
firming or denying the possibility 
that these objects have a domestic 
origin. Otherwise, if it is firmly 
indicated that there is no domestic 
explanation, the objects are a 
threat and warrant more active 
efforts of identification and inter- 
ception. 

It must be accepted that some 
type of flying objects have been 
observed, although their identifica- 
tion and origin are not discernible. 
In the interest of national defense 
it would be unwise to overlook the 
possibility that some of these 
objects may be of foreign origin. 
(See doc. 1-17.) 


The above report was classified, 
“TOP SECRET.” Also, the Air Force did not 
intend for the American Public to ever find 
out about this report. The Air Force even 
ordered the report’s destruction in an offi- 
cial memorandum dated September 25, 
1950. The memo stated: 


It is requested that action be taken 
to destroy all copies of Top Secret 
Air Intelligence Report Number 
100-203-79, subject: “Analysis of 
Flying Object Incidents in the U.S.” 


This memo to destroy the report was 
dated September 25, 1950, and was fortu- 
nately lost in a bureaucratic oversight (or, 
perhaps rescued by some patriotic and con- 
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cerned officer). The crucial report main- 
taining the strategic importance of UFO 
intelligence gathering was thus never de- 
stroyed. Through the diligent efforts of Mr. 
Robert Todd, the document was located and 
eventually declassified on March 5, 1985. 

Again, the importance of this report 
cannot be overstated. We have official gov- 
ernment reportage contradicting the notion 
that the UFO issue does not impact upon 
national security. The first conclusion of the 
government’s document is thus highly sus- 
pect. We can conclude that our government 
wants to make the public think that we have 
discontinued to investigate UFOs, and that 
the public is supposed to accept the flimsy 
thinking that UFOs can not pose a security 
problem. 

Where there’s smoke there’s fire, and 
where there’s a government smoke-screen 
in the world’s most open democracy there 
is surely a burning conflagration. If the gov- 
ernment is lying to us to soothe our nerves, 
the strategy is backfiring. 

On July 26, 1952, the plot thickened. 
The Air Force issued orders to its intercep- 
tor pilots to scramble and shoot down UFOs 
which refused to land when ordered to do 
so. Obviously, the unidentified craft were 
within the pilots’ visual and radio range. 
This was no drunken farmer raving about 
flying saucers during a full moon. The 
United States faced its greatest security cri- 
sis since World War II, and the enemy was 
not even known! While our fighters were 
frustrated in their attempt to get close 
enough to fire, the shooting orders were 
rescinded by order of the Commander-in- 
Chief himself. 

Why was the President involved in 
something as remote and irrelevant as an- 
other UFO sighting over some godforsaken 
wilderness? Because, this time, the UFOs 
were overflying the White House itself! 

The President and military chiefs of 
staff wisely decided not to engage in com- 
bat this unknown force displaying vastly su- 
perior aerospace technology. Until forced 
to fire in self-defense, why start a shooting 
confrontation when the nation’s capital lay 


directly below? The decision not to act ag- 
gressively represented neither cowardice 
nor lack of interest in the UFOs. Many thou- 
sands of lives in the sprawling metropolis 
below were at stake. Who knew for sure if 
the very planet’s fate may have hung in the 
balance? 

Unfortunately, this same concern for 
the welfare of the American public may be 
overextended and misused with regard to 
the public’s right to know. Perhaps the Presi- 
dent and military brass that same fateful day 
in 1952 decided that the American public 
“did not need to know” what the Air Force 
pilots and air defense personnel learned 
about the unimagined power of the UFOs. 
The gag order may have started as a tempo- 
rary measure to calm a frightened nation. 
A half century later, however, we are still 
forced to obtain our government’s military 
information about UFOs with long and pain- 
ful ordeals such as the one I have lived 
through to write this book. 

I understand why none of our cur- 
rent history books mark that July day in 1952 
as the greatest threat to our nation’s capitol 
since the British invaded in Colonial times. 
After all, no matter how many fighter planes 
were involved, no casualties were suffered 
on either side. Nonetheless, the near con- 
frontation with this unknown threat rocked 
the nation. July 1952 forever changed the 
UFO question, no matter how long and hard 
the nay-sayers have worked to smooth over 
the incident. The overflights by unidenti- 
fied craft so alarmed the American public 
that on July 29, 1952, the Pentagon held the 
largest press conference since the end of 
World War Two. The subject: UFOs. (See 
doc. 1-2.) 

This press conference was held in 
room 3E-869 of the Pentagon at 4:00 P.M. 
on July 29, 1952. In attendence were Major 
General Roger M. Ramey, Director of Op- 
erations, United States Air Force; Colonel 
Donald L. Bower, Technical Analysis Divi- 
sion, Air Technical Intelligence Center; 
Captain Roy L. James, Electronics Branch, 
Air Technical Intelligence Center; Captain 
Edward J Ruppelt, Aerial Phenomenon 
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Branch, Air Technical Intelligence Center; 
and Mr. Burgoyne L. Griffing, Electronics 
Branch, Air Technical Intelligence Center. 

Of course, this press conference was 
designed to downplay the public’s fears and 
to allay any security concerns about the in- 
adequacy of our air defenses. These heavy 
hitters were brought out to practice that 
great American art of plausible deniability. 
They tried to explain all of the elaborate and 
firsthand sightings as misidentifications of 
known objects and the interaction of un- 
usual weather phenomenon with our de- 
fense instrumentation. 

Most thinking Americans weren’t 
buying this dog and pony show. We don’t 
call in the President for runaway weather 
balloons or temporary blips on a radar 
screen. This wasn’t happening within easy 
bombing range of Walla Walla, Washington, 
but Washington, DC—the new capital of the 
Free World. Americans were not as cynical 
as they would become after Vietnam and the 
wave of historic assassinations, but even then 
they were not willing to let the men in the 
shiny brass buttons overrule our flyboys’ 
testimony in the cockpits. Those Americans 
who were concerned with bigger things than 
the pennant race would not allow sightings 
of this quantity and quality to be conve- 
niently explained away. 

It is interesting to note that on the 
same day as the press conference (July 29, 
1952) the FBI was advised, through Major 
General Samford’s Office (Director of Air 
Intelligence), that it was, “not entirely im- 
possible that the objects sighted may possi- 
bly be ships from another planet such as 
Mars.” The FBI was further advised, “that at 
the present time there is nothing to substan- 
tiate this theory, but the possibility is not 
being overlooked.” (See doc. 1-3.) This same 
message was again relayed to the FBI in a 
memorandum, dated October 27, 1952, in 
which Air Intelligence stated, “Air Intelli- 
gence still feels flying saucers are optical il- 
lusions or atmospheric phenomena, but 
some Military officials are seriously consid- 
ering the possibility of interplanetary ships.” 
(See doc. 1-4.) 


Of course, before Voyager missions 
and the Hubble telescope we had all kinds 
of incorrect theories about artificially dug 
canals on Mars, but could it be that “some 
military officials” knew something than the 
people at Air Intelligence did not know or 
could not say? The FBI was not in the habit 
of making fools of itself, and obviously they 
felt true concern about the possibility of 
interstellar interference or invasion. 

After July 1952, the term “flying sau- 
cer” would forever enter our vocabulary. 
The phenomenon also impacted upon offi- 
cial military policy. Since 1954 an official 
military directive called Joint Army, Navy, 
Air Publication 146 (JANAP 146) has re- 
quired pilots in flight and ships at sea that 
observe UFOs to report them immediately 
as a matter of vital national security inter- 
est. (See doc. 1-5.) Of course, the justifica- 
tion for this requirement is significant for 
routine security measures. An enemy 
bomber or missile might first be reported 
as an UFO until clarification and identifica- 
tion can be made. Sightings reported un- 
der this regulation are known as CIRVIS 
reports. CIRVIS is the acronym for Commu- 
nication Instructions For Reporting Vital 
Intelligence Sightings. While UFO denial 
has become entrenched in the military, it is 
significant that this security directive is still 
in force today. Obviously, the government 
is still researching UFO sightings as a cru- 
cial component of our security gathering 
information. Any official words to the con- 
trary are just that—contrary words. 

CIVRIS reports do not necessarily 
require top secret security classification. 
However, anyone leaking information about 
a CIVRIS report runs the risk of facing a 
$10,000.00 fine and/or 10 years in prison. 
This same penalty applies to those who fail 
to file CIVRIS reports due to a reluctance 
on the part of Air and Naval personnel to 
report sightings of UFOs. To quote one Air 
Force pilot, “If a space ship flew wing-tip to 
wing-tip formation with me, I would not re- 
port it.” This attitude, of course, is discon- 
certing to the U.S. Air Force in that if any 
unconventional craft existed, its detection 
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would be hampered by the reluctance to 
report sightings of any unusual aerial ob- 
jects. 

The government can’t have it both 
ways. They want our men and women in the 
armed forces to report what they see when 
in uniform, but to withhold information to 
the civilian world when they see something 
that is not supposed to exist. It is easy to see 
how the government’s close-mouthed atti- 
tude towards UFOs clearly intimidates our 
military personnel, preventing them from 
doing their best to defend our sovereign 
territory, skies and seas. 

Let’s investigate the operative up 
close, as this book is all about giving read- 
ers a firsthand experience with the gov- 
ernment’s UFO-related documents. Section 
III, paragraph 208 states in part: 


Transmission of CIVRIS reports are 
subject to the U.S. Communica- 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and 
the Canadian Radio Act of 1938, as 
amended. Any person who violates 
the provisions of these acts may be 
liable to prosecution thereunder. 
These reports contain information 
affecting the National Defense of 
the United States and Canada.... 
This should not be construed as 
requiring classification of CIVRIS 
messages. 


rake 


The U.S. Air Force’s next major, docu- 
mented encounter with an UFO occurred 
in the early morning hours of July 17, 1957. 
AUS. Air Force RB-47, equipped with elec- 
tronic countermeasures (ECM Equipment), 
was followed by an UFO for one and one 
half hours, covering a distance of more than 
700 miles. This object was observed visually 
by the crew, tracked by ground radar, and 
detected by the on-board ECM equipment 
of the RB-47. Once again, the pilots were 
not following a suspicious phenomenon 
(that might be an aberrant weather condi- 
tion or apparatus), the RB-47 was being fol- 
lowed and observed by the UFO. Moreover, 


the data could not be dismissed as an opti- 
cal illusion or faulty instrument reading, 
because eye witnesses plus two different 
tracking devices confirmed the same thing. 

This airtight case was brought to the 
attention of the Condon Committee for its 
consideration in the so-called “Scientific 
Study of Unidentified Flying Objects.” Af- 
ter studying the case, the Condon Commit- 
tee concluded: 


If a report of this incident, written 
either by the RB-47 crew or the 
Wing Intelligence personnel, was 
submitted in 1957, it apparently is 
no longer in existence. Moving 
pictures of radar scope displays and 
other data said to have been re- 
corded during the incident appar- 
ently never existed. Evaluation of 
the experience must, therefore, rest 
entirely on the recollection of the 
crew members ten years after the 
event. These descriptions are not 
adequate to allow identification of 
the phenomenon encountered.” 


No, I have not inadvertently quoted 
from the former Soviet newspaper Pravda 
or the KGB. This disinformative double-talk 
is the voice of the so-called Free World, in a 
published report that makes the Warren 
Commission look highly reliable. In fact, 
later in this book you will be able to exam- 
ine documents I was able to secure from the 
Soviet military and decide for yourself which 
of the Cold War superpoweres was more 
paranoid about UFOs. 

Thanks to the efforts of the late Dr. 
James E. McDonald, several military records 
dealing with the above case were uncovered 
in the files of Air Force Intelligence. This 
case and others like it, were never meant to 
be part of the government's Blue Book Files. 
These cases were classified as, “Vital Intelli- 
gence Information,” given a classified sta- 
tus and forwarded, as per routine proce- 
dure, to the National Security Agency. 

On October 20, 1989, the paper file 
pertaining to four other such cases, involv- 
ing RB-47 aircraft, was released to me by Air 
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Force Intelligence. (See doc. 1-6.) This file, 
which includes the statements of the RB-47 
crew members, may be viewed at the end of 
this chapter. However, the other evidence 
known to exist remains classified by the 
National Security Agency at the Top Secret/ 
UMBRA level to this very day (I will explain 
the government ’s classification system in the 
next chapter). Once again, one can only 
wonder why this is so if, as the U.S. Air Force 
states, there is nothing to UFOs, and cer- 
tainly nothing to be concerned about re- 
garding national security. 

The Condon Committee was limited 
to the Blue Book Files and not made aware 
of any other files existing within any other 
government agency. They were limited to 
only “Secret” material and not aware that 
much of the information the U.S. Govern- 
ment has on UFOs is classified at the “Top 
Secret” level and in many cases requires a 
Special Access Clearance to be viewed. 
Therefore, the Condon Committee did not 
get to view the best and most compelling 
UFO cases with which to base their findings. 
To be sure, all the Condon Committee re- 
ceived were those cases that the U.S. mili- 
tary and intelligence brass wanted the Com- 
mittee to view, and those cases that sup- 
ported the military’s point of view. 

Compare this backhanded cover-up 
activity with the straightforwardness of the 
Operations and Training Order issued by 
the Inspector General of the Air Force dated 
December 24, 1959. It stated that, “Uniden- 
tified Flying Objects—sometime treated 
lightly by the press and referred to as “fly- 
ing saucers”— must be rapidly and accu- 
rately identified as serious Air Force busi- 
ness in the ZI (Zone of the Interior).” 

A memo from General Carroll 
Bolender, USAF, dated October 20, 1969, 
states: “Reports of unidentified flying objects 
which could affect national security are 
made in accordance with JANAP 146 or Air 
Manual 55-11, and are not part of the Blue 
Book System.” (See Report to Congress in 
Appendix.) Does this mean that some UFO 
reports (those involving matters of national 
security) were never part of the Project Blue 


Book Files and were never meant to be? 
Unfortunately, it does. We can be further 
convinced that the government is conceal- 
ing far more than in reveals about this topic 
of vital importance. 

The Air Force’s second conclusion 
was: “There has been no evidence submit- 
ted to or discovered by the Air Force that 
sightings categorized as ‘unidentified’ rep- 
resent technological developments or prin- 
ciples beyond the range of present day sci- 
entific knowledge.” 

Once again we must go to Air Intelli- 
gence Report No. 100-203-79, which states: 
“It is evident from the performance charac- 
teristics attributed to the unidentified ob- 
jects at this time that if they are foreign, they 
involve efficiencies of performance which 
have not been realized in any operational 
airborne device in this country. It would, 
therefore, be a mistake to analyze the tech- 
nical aspects of the situation within the lim- 
its of our own knowledge of practical devel- 
opments.” 

A perusal of many other documents 
here will confirm that these flying objects 
are clearly not limited to speeds and maneu- 
vers now available to even our most sophis- 
ticated experimental craft. Again, we can 
only conclude that the government has 
made a strategic decision (and, I believe, a 
mistaken one) to be less than truthful with 
the taxpaying public whom it serves. 

Flying disks that registered on radar 
or, in several celebrated cases, appeared in 
eyewitness pilot reports, were not the only 
strange fish in the stratospheric sea. Start- 
ing in 1947, the southwestern part of the 
United States began experiencing a phe- 
nomena known as “green fireballs.” Disturb- 
ing for our national security agencies, most 
of these sightings were taking place in the 
State of New Mexico in the vicinity of key 
military installations. The situation was the 
cause of such concern that a special secret 
project was established to investigate the 
Green Fireball Phenomena. This project was 
known as Project Twinkle. (See doc. 1-7.) 
The conclusions of the Project were incon- 
clusive. 
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The Air Force was trying to “prove” 
that the Green Fireballs were natural phe- 
nomena, yet the final Project Twinkle Re- 
port was not able to support such a conclu- 
sion. To compound matters, many reputable 
scientists believed, “that the observed phe- 
nomena are man-made.” 

The final report reflected the secu- 
rity concerns of Dr. Lincoln La Paz. To quote 
from a key passage, “Dr. La Paz expressed 
the opinion that the fireballs may be of our 
own military origin, but if not, they are a 
matter of serious concern.” 

In short, Dr. La Paz was stating that 
the phenomena was “man-made” in the 
sense that they did not at all resemble me- 
teor showers or any other known natural 
phenomena. The term “man-made,” by the 
way, did not mean that the production of 
these flying devices were within the techno- 
logical range of present-day denizens of our 
planet. The report’s rejection of their pre- 
ferred conclusion was so upsetting to the 
Air Force that in 1952, when asked to re- 
classify the final secret report, they refused 
to do so, stating: 


The Scientific Advisory Board 
Secretariat has suggested that this 
project not be declassified for a 
variety of reasons, chief among 
which is that no scientific explana- 
tion for any of the “fireballs” and 
other phenomena was revealed by 
the report and that some reputable 
scientists still believe that the 
observed phenomena are man- 
made. 


If science won’t conform to Air Force 
directives, then damn the science. Any sort 
of natural cause, no matter how far-fetched, 
would have been acceptable to the military. 
After all, if the reported phenomena were 
man-made and not of American origin, they 
would have to be secret Soviet intelligence 
gathering devices. This would mean that the 
U.S. faced imminent Soviet attack or atomic 
blackmail. If, despite paranoia about the 
capabilities of Russian space technologists 
and their captive East German physicists, 


these fiery craft were not Soviet, then who 
did make them? We had ourselves an inter- 
stellar threat that made the designers of 
Sputnik look like kids with an erector set! 
The possibilities were, to the U.S. Air Force, 
just too horrifying to discuss with the excit- 
able American people. 

The once Top Secret memo dated 
November 21, 1950, from a Mr. Wilbert B. 
Smith, a Canadian Government official and 
UFO Researcher, to the Controller of Tele- 
communications states the following: 


I made discreet inquiries through 
the Canadian Embassy staff in 
Washington who were able to 
obtain for me the following infor 
mation: (a) The matter is the most 
highly classified subject in the 
United States Government, rating 
higher even that the H-Bomb. (b) 
Flying saucers exist. (c) Their 
modus operandi is unknown but 
concentrated effort is being made 
by a small group headed by Doctor 
Vannevar Bush. (d) The entire 
matter is considered by the United 
States authorities to be of tremen- 
dous significance. (See doc. 1-8.) 


This once-suppressed document from Ot- 
tawa reveals that the Canadians were more 
interested in harnessing geo-magnetism to 
create a new technology than concerned 
about potential security issues. It states: 


The existence of a different tech- 
nology is borne out by the investi- 
gations which are being carried on 
at the present time in relation to 
flying saucers. 


This was also writen by Wilbert Smith, a 
Canadian official without the least self-con- 
sciousness, fear or surprise concerning 
UFOs. 

Granted, Canada was not dueling the 
USSR for global supremacy and the “fire- 
balls” were not appearing beside her most 
sensitive military installations. Nonetheless, 
the Canadian attitude towards UFOs was 
refreshingly different. Contact with a supe- 
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rior, probably extraterrestrial technology to 
them simply meant an epochal opportunity 
to advance humankind. 

Compare this attitude to the third 
and final conclusion reached by the U.S. Air 
Force: 


There has been no evidence indi- 
cating that sightings categorized as 
“unidentified” are extraterrestrial 
vehicles. 


In July or August of 1948, the Air 
Technical Intelligence Center published a 
Top Secret “Estimate of the Situation.” The 
unmentionable “situation” involved those 
pesky UFOs. The informed opinion pre- 
sented in this report was that UFOs were 
interplanetary. The late General Hoyt S. 
Vandenberg, then Chief of Staff, felt the 
report lacked proof. As a result, the report 
was later declassified only to be immediately 
destroyed. 

Why did the U.S. Air Force, in the 
person of General Vandenberg, feel that 
they had to declassify the report before de- 
stroying it? No such requirements existed 
then or now. They could have destroyed it 
as a Classified document, with no need for 
declassification. To be sure, once a docu- 
ment is declassified, there exist no national 
security concerns and the contents of the 
document should be available to the public 
at large. The Air Force wanted the docu- 
ment to sound unimportant, thus declassi- 
fied, but without the accessibility of declas- 
sification. By ordering the destruction of the 
document, General Vandenberg was ensur- 
ing that the document, with its conclusion 
that UFOs were, in fact, interplanetary 
spaceships, would not become public knowl- 
edge. 

The world, least of all the American 
Public, was to never know that the U.S. Air 
Force ever considered planetary defense 
strategies to face the threat of spaceships, 
UFOs or flying saucers. You see, if a classi- 
fied document is ordered destroyed, a clas- 
sified document record of destruction is 
created on the destroyed document and one 


copy is usually retained for historical refer- 
ence. This is not the case with an unclassi- 
fied document, and no records are required 
to be retained on its destruction. So declas- 
sification was merely a ploy to keep embar- 
rassing vital information away from the 
people of the land of the free and the home 
of the brave. 

Project Magnet, a formerly classified 
1952 Canadian Government report on 
UFOs concluded: 


It appears then, that we are faced 
with a substantial probability of the 
real existence of extra-terrestrial 
vehicles, regardless of whether or 
not they fit into our scheme of 
things. Such vehicles of necessity 
must use a technology considerably 
in advance of what we have. It is 
therefore submitted that the next 
step in this investigation should be 
a substantial effort towards the 
acquisition of as much as possible 
of this technology, which would 
without doubt be of great value to 
us. (See doc. 1-9.) 


As reinforced by the documents pro- 
vided here, the U.S. Government was too 
busy telling the general public there was no 
such thing as UFOs therefore they did not 
discuss the subject of possible technologi- 
cal progress that could be learned from 
UFOs. Behind the scenes, they not only be- 
lieved UFOs were something real, they were 
also quite concerned about UFOs present- 
ing a national security threat. After all, the 
only justification the U.S. Government can 
use for classifying material Secret and Top 
Secret is national security concerns. Could 
the difference in attitude between the 
American and Canadian governments have 
anything to do with the fact that the self- 
declared kings of the Free World were not 
ready to admit to being helplessly inferior 
to another, albeit unknown, power. 

All the documents that we have dis- 
cussed so far have been documents gener- 
ated during the existence of the Air Force 
sponsored UFO investigations. Let us as- 


UFOs: The Beginning 


sume for the moment that the U.S. Govern- 
ment believes the basic “official” conclusions 
of the Air Force investigations. Should it not 
stand to reason that if the U.S. Government 
is no longer interested in conducting any 
“official” investigations into the matter of 
UFOs, that the intelligence community 
would not collect intelligence and field data 
concerning UFOs? Remember, the U.S. 
Government officially stopped investigating 
UFOs in December 1969. 

But, what if the U.S. Government did 
not stop having an interest in UFOs in 1969, 
which is the more likely scenario? Would the 
information the intelligence community 
gathers on UFOs need to be classified in the 
interest of national security? If so, why? 

It shall be proven to you in the fol- 
lowing chapters of this book that the U.S. 
Government still does has an interest in 
UFOs and requires careful collection of 
data. The fact that these reports are not 
known to the public should indicate that 
some national security interest or concern 
is definitely involved. 

Furthermore, most of the material 
on UFOs the U.S. Government has collected 
since 1969 is once again classified in the 
interest of national security. We will also see, 
from the information that has been re- 
leased, why UFOs present a potential threat 
to our national security, and specifically to 
our national defense infrastructure and ca- 
pabilities. 


tok 


Along with Operation Blue Fly, involving 
UFO sightings and overflights, you will be 
hearing about Project Moondust which in- 
volved the collection of space debris and 
other physical evidence that was used in the 
investigations regarding suspected UFO ac- 
tivity. The typical investigation often took 
fourteen days and, in some cases, lasted 
months. The Defense Intelligence Agency 
(DIA) would direct the U.S. Air Force to 
appoint a Project Moondust officer to serve 
as a contact within the area of investigation. 
After the “mission window” had closed, the 


assigned Project Moondust officer’s duty 
would be terminated. 

I wish to remind the reader that 
Project Moondust was to deal only with ob- 
jects of non-U.S. origin or objects of un- 
known origin. While some of our own “space 
junk” (such as booster rocket fragments) 
might have initially come under Moondust 
investigation, such debris would have been 
quickly indentified. Space objects of domes- 
tic origin, in fact, came under the jurisdic- 
tion of NASA rather than the Department 
of Defense. Moondust was a primary con- 
cern of the Department of Defense and not 
NASA because of the very real foreign in- 
telligence interest in these items. 

Whether or not the Canadians were 
right about potential technological benefits 
from such investigations, the security (or 
insecurity) apparatus of the Defense Depart- 
ment overshadowed the NASA scientists at 
Moondust sites. From its inception, 
Moondust was in the hands of soldiers rather 
than scientists. Project Moondust was estab- 
lished for the sole “peacetime mission” of 
locating, recovering, and delivering “de- 
scended foreign space vehicles.” This in- 
cluded objects of unknown origin. Also, 
Moondust involved the gathering of tech- 
nical intelligence data on the development 
of the Soviet space programs and their in- 
tended purposes. In the charged atmo- 
sphere of the Cold War, losing the Space 
Race was akin to losing any claims to the 
possible riches of the solar system. 

In 1973, the DIA had the State De- 
partment inform all of its Embassies and 
Consular Posts to use the code word 
“Moondust” when reporting “cases involv- 
ing the examination of non-U.S. space ob- 
jects or objects of unknown origin.” Based 
upon the information provided, “the De- 
partment of State in conjunction with other 
interested agencies will determine subse- 
quent action required.” 

On August 28, 1970, a Soviet satel- 
lite (COSMOS 316) broke up upon re-en- 
tering the earth’s atmosphere and crashed 
across the American Midwest. Six fragments 
of this satellite were recovered in Texas, 
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Oklahoma, and Kansas. We were able to as- 
certain the origin of the objects through 
tracking data and by analysis of the frag- 
ments themselves. We now had samples of 
foreign debris to compare with physical evi- 
dence that was much more difficult to iden- 
tify. In brief, earth-made space junk burns 
up so much on the way down that the rem- 
nants are never very large. This is why the 
proceedings of 1972 Senate hearings on the 
topic are of special interest, especially the 
answer to the ninth question that was asked. 


The question: “Have any fragments 
as large as these ever come back to 
earth from U.S. or other Soviet 
satellites?” 

The answer: “We do not have any 
record of a NASA fragment or of 
another Soviet fragment as large as 
the largest COSMOS 316 fragment 
surviving re-entry. The largest 
COSMOS 316 fragment is approxi- 
mately 4 ft. X 4 ft. and weighs 640 
Ibs.” (See Report to Congress in 
Appendix.) 


Compare those numbers to a once 
classified DIA document dated August 17, 
1967, out of Sudan: 


Local press, 17 August, 1967, 
reported that a satellite, cube 
shaped, weighing approximately 
three tons, discovered 3 August, 50 
miles from Kutum... Satellite de- 
scribed as made of soft metal, 
presumably light aluminium, in 
oblong cubes measuring two inches 
by one inch tightly fastened to- 
gether and covered by a silky 
material. Nationality not identified, 
as no inscriptions evident on outer 
surface. Local authorities in El 
Fasher have photographs and, with 
difficulty, cut samples. 


Could it be that the State Department for- 
got about the object found in Sudan on 
August 17, 1967, and the fact it weighed 
about three tons? Or could it be that the 
State Department was, in fact, very truthful 
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and that no space fragment of U.S. or So- 
viet origin had been recovered weighing 
more than 640 Ibs.? If the object recovered 
in Sudan, weighing three tons, was not from 
the American or Soviet space program, from 
which nation or planet did it originate? 
Neither NASA, the DIA, nor the State 
Department are willing to release any other 
information on the Sudan case. As it is with 
similar cases, they consider this information 
to be classified and not releaseable under 
criteria provided by Executive Order 12356. 
When it comes to the Air Force’s 
Operation Blue Fly recovery of such objects, 
the Air Force swears by Executive Order 
12356. When confronted with their own 
documentation as to the existence of Op- 
eration Blue Fly, they still respond that they 
may neither deny nor confirm the existence 
or non-existence of any such records under 
the criteria provided by Executive Order 
12356, not even to members of Congress. 
It is this kind of resistance that I had 
to battle in my career-long struggle to un- 
cover what the government really knows 
about UFOs. At one point I even wrote to 
my Commander in Chief, President George 
Bush, to complain about armed forces ir 
regularities. This so upset my superiors that 
I got slapped into solitary, being confined 
in a small room of the building I worked in. 
This was done in an effort to keep me from 
contacting members of Congress regarding 
my concerns over the Intelligence Com- 
munity’s withholding of information on 
UFOs from the Congress. However, during 
my lunch hours I was able to make those 
calls that I was “ordered” not to make, and 
in the evenings I wrote those letters I was 
“ordered” not to write. I was reinstated to 
my duties, and three field-grade officers over 
me were relieved of their duties pending 
transfers. I have paid a high price for my 
continued crusade for the truth, as you will 
learn later in this book. 
As you now turn to the documents 
that pertain to this chapter, please know that 
every page, every line not crossed out by the 
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military censor, came at a great price. Why | UFOs for the Armed Forces of my country. One 
am I prepared to pay such prices? Why am I | day the whole truth will be open to us, the regu- 
on this strange personal mission? Because I | lar working people of this world, and all my ef- 
saw an UFO at close range as a child and | forts—and your support—will have been worth- 


subsequently dedicated my life to studying | while. 
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Y ANALYSIS OF FLYING OBJECT INCIDENTS IN THE U. S. 


SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 


PROBLEM 


1. TO EXAMINE pattern of tactics of ‘Flying Saucers’’ (hereinafter referred to as flying objects) 
and to develop conclusions as to the possibility of existence. 


FACTS AND DISCUSSION 


2. A DETAILED discussion of information bearing on the problem as set forth above is attached 
as Appendix “An The main points established therein are summarized below. 


(C 8. THE FREQUENCY :of reported incidents, “the similarity Se many, ote the ‘characteristics attributed 
to the observed objects and the quality af observers considered as.a whole, support the contention 
that some type of flying-object has been observed. -Approximately 210 incidents have been reported. 

aa Among‘the observers reporting on such incidents are trained and-experienced U.S. Weather Bureau 
personnel, USAF rated officers, experienced civilian pilots, technicians i with various re- 
search Projects and technicians employed by commercial airlines. 


4, THE POSSIBILITY that, reported observations of flying objects over.the U.S. were influenced .by 
previous sightings of unidentified phenomena in Europe, particularly over Scandinavia in 1946,’ and 
that the observers reporting. such incidents may have been interested in obtaining personal publicity 
have .been considered as possible explanations.. However,: these possibilities seem to be improbable 
when certain selected reports such as the one from U.S. Weather -Bureau at Richmond are examined. 
During ‘observations of weather.balloons at the Richmond Bureau, one well trained observer has 
sighted strange metallic disks on three occasions and another observer has sighted a similar:-object 
on one occasion. The last observation of unidentified objects was in April, 1947. On all four occa- 
sions the weather balloon and the unidentified objects were in view through the theodolite. These 
observations at the Richmond Bureau occurred several months asin ‘Publicity on the bs iaiod saucers 


appeared in a U.S. newspaper. 


6. DESCRIPTIONS OF the flying objects fall into three configuration categories: (1) disk<winpaa 
(2) rough cigar-shaped (3) balls of fire. Varying conditions of: visibility and differences in angles 
at which the objects may have been viewed introduces a possibility that a single type object may 
‘ have been observed rather than three different types. ‘This possibility is further substantiated by 
the fact that in the areas where such onlecs have been observed the ratio of the three a 
configurations a8: “approximately the ‘same. : j 2 F i 


. ad va 


6. THEREFORE, Bud appears ‘that some ‘object-has been seen; however, the {asenifestion. of that 
object :cannot :be -readily: accomplished on the basis of information reported on -each incident. It 

{s possible that the object, or objects, may have been domestically launched devices such as weather 
balloons, rockets, experimental flying wing aircraft, or celestial phenomena. It is necessary to 
obtain information:on such domestic activity to confirm or deny this possibility. Depending upon 

the degree ayithiwnleh: “this may be eng teurta: rina Sesines Reo nen be considered as & 


’ possibility. pases carn PAE Lee $ .o 


7. THE PATTERN of sightings is definable. Sightings have been-most intense throughout the states 
i? bordering the Atlantic and Pacific coast lines, and the central states of Ohio and Kentucky. A map 
showing location of sightings is attached as Appendix ‘‘B’’ 
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8. THE ORIGIN of the devices is not ascertainable. There are two reasonable possibilities: 

(1) The objects are domestic devices, and {f so, their identification or origin can be established 
by a survey of all launchings of airborne objects. Domestic flying wing type aircraft observed 
in various aspects of flight might be responsible for some of the reported flying objects, particu- 
larly those described as disks and rough cigar shapes. (See Appendices “Cc” and ‘‘D’’.) Among 
those which have been operational in recent years are the XF5U-1 (‘Flying Flapjack’’) developed 
by Chance-Vaught, the Northrup B-35, and the turbo-jet powered Northrup YB-49. The present 
existence of any privately developed flying-wing type aircraft has not been determined but one 
such aircraft, the Arup tailless monoplane, was operational at South Bend, Indiana, prior to 1935. 
(2) Objects are foreign, and if so, it would seem most logical to consider that they are from a 
Soviet source. The Soviets possess information on a number of German flying-wing type aircraft 
such as the Gotha P60A, Junkers EF 130 long-range, high-speed jet bomber and the Horten 229 
twin-jet fighter, which particularly resembles some of the description of unidentified flying objects 
(See Appendix ‘‘D’’).. As early as 1924 Tscheranowsky developed a ‘*Parabola” aircraft, an all’ 
wing design, which was the outcome of considerable Soviet experimentation with gliders of the 
same general form. Soviet aircraft based on such designs might have speeds approaching trans- 
sonic speeds attributed to some flying objects or greater over-all performance assuming the 
successful development of some unusual propulsion device such as atomic energy engine. 


9. THAT THE Soviets have a current interest in flying-wing type aircraft is suggested by their 
utilization of Dr. Guenther Bock who, .at the end of World War I, was in charge: of :the flying- 
wing program in Germany (See Appendix ‘‘A”’, agraph 3, page 4). Achjevements satisfactory 

to the U.S.S.R. are indirectly indicated.by the personal recognition he ‘is reported to be receiving 
in the U.S.S.R. Recently it has been reported that the U.S.S.R. is :planning to build a fleet.:of ..: 
1,800 Horten flying-wing aircraft. Information of low evaluation has been received stating that a . 
regiment of jet night fighters, Model Horten XII, is at Kuzmikha, an air base two miles south-- 
west of Irkutsk. Kuzmikha is identified as one of a number of airfields for the protection of an 
atomic energy plant at Irkutsk: The Horten XIII as developed by Germany was a glider... ~ ; 


10, ASSUMING THAT the objects might eventually be identified as foreign or foreign-sponsored «: 
devices, the possible reason for their ‘appearance over the U.S. requires consideration. Several .- 
possible explanations appear ‘noteworthy, viz: = he? : ty 

a. To negate U.S. confidence in the atom bomb.as the most advanced -and decisive weapon i:"i' 
in warfare. - sett : ie srt Gite Nite baat Late GS 


rie Of 


b. To perform photographic reconnaissance ‘missions. 
c. To test U. S. air defenses. 


d. ‘To conduct familiarization flights over U.S. territory. sty oes! Bish Sah oe 


“CONCLUSIONS © . 
11. SINCE the Air Force is responsible for control of the air in the defense of the US., At is .° 
imperative that all other agencies cooperate in confirming or denying the’ possibility that these 

objects have:a domestic origin:: :Otherwise, if it is firmly indicated that there ts no domestic . 
explanation, the. objects area threat and warrant more active efforts of identification and inter- 


2 


ception.. ~. eo 


12, IT MUST be accepted that some type of flying objects have been observed, ‘although their 
identification .and.origin are 'not ‘discernable. -In‘the interest of national defense it would be «=. 
unwise to overlook the possibility that some of these objects may be of foreign origin. yan 
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APPENDIX ‘‘A”” 


ANALYSIS OF FLYING OBJECT INCIDENTS IN THE U. 8. 


- AND HYPOTHETICAL TACTICS EMPLOYED 


1. INTRODUCTION. To formulate the possible tactics of flying objects reported over the U. S. 
assumes from the outset that firm conclusions have been reached on both the existence and origin 
of the reported’flying objects. The current status of information on such incidents and over-all 
analysis does not allow substantiation for such conclusions. However, the lack of such firm con- 
clusions points to the necessity for an immediate and sound statistical analysis of every aspect of 
the situation end does not preclude a concurrent examination of the reported incidents to develop 
explanations of their possible tactics. The latter will be useful at some future date should the 
existence and origin of the flying objects be definitely established. Therefore, the following analy- 
sis of available information is advanced’in order to present evidence on the actual existence of 
some type flying object and to relate-same to tactical purposes ‘for which the objects are possibly 
designed. The following discussion ‘must ‘be considered a ideas gar analysis, pending a further 
detailed analysis ot all aspects ot the problem. ; : 


2. SOME ASPECTS REGARDING FLYING OBJECT INCIDENTS.’ A cursory examination of evidence 
on reported incidents een fe and it Is posslble to cite certain generalities which it appears 
may be borne out when detailed analyses have speen completed. . 


rag - Among the incidents reported ‘there are ‘many ‘statements o reliable and experienced persons 
which tend ‘to confirm that flying objects have been seen. ‘The description of such objects seems 
to fall roughly into three’categories:. (1)-Silver'disks or balls, approximating a Horten wing type 
aircraft;'(2) Balls of ‘fire‘of various ‘colors and ‘intensities; - (3) Cigar or -pencil-shaped objects - 
similar in appearance to V-2‘type rockets in horizontal flight. “The | ‘numbers of configurations 
might be further reduced with the following considerations “in mind: * Silver disks or balls have, 
for the greater part, ‘been-observed in daylight ‘and a:number under clear weather conditions ‘with 
visibility unlimited. In most ‘instances, balls of fire have been observed at night. Cigar, or 
pencil-shaped objects have been sighted in fewer numbers but with about ‘equal distribution in 
daylight and at night. A ‘few- accounts tell- of the disks having -a’ rough cigar-shape when viewed 
‘while maneuvering. ‘Some ofthe disks are described as having luminosity ‘in daylight.: It there- 
“fore“is possible that-a single’type of object may be involved in all'sightings, and differences -in 
“description may ‘result from ‘viewing the objects | at various angles ana under: (differing conditions 
“of visibility. ane: 


The above tends to indicate that some type object has been seen and the possibility sein 
that the’ object or objects seen-are conventional domestic devices; ‘such as weather ‘balloons, test. 
rockets: or Jet-equipped einen with’ pancake or flying wing configurations. A 


suc“ The possibility exists that ‘the papeeile at ‘fytne objects may have been influenced by earlier 

reports on similar incidents in Scandinavia ‘and -Central Europe. The publication in:newspaper of 
details on-such incidents, both- foreign’ and domestic,:may have induced some: of ‘the ‘description 
provided in reported -domestic incidents. “However, one’ of the earliest reported sightings in the 
U.8.-was ‘the- one ‘observed by'U.S. “Weather Bureau personnel. in April 1947, at-Richmond, Virginia, 

‘‘and'on ‘the ‘basis of this one’ report‘it appears that the disks are not balloons. It ‘would seem that 
this “sighting ‘was not influenced ‘by ‘the ‘reports of foreign-incidents, the newspaper accounts at 
domestic incidents,-nor by misidentification of 'a conventiona) ‘object. : 
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Although reported domestic incidents are widely scattered throughout the U.S., frequency of 
sighting and number of observers per sighting assumes a definable pattern. There is a large con- 
centration of sightings along the Eastern Seaboard; another large concentration throughout the 
Western Coast states, and a few sightings in the Middle West. Distribution of incidents by con- 
figuration af object and description of maneuverability {s approximately equal in. each of these 
areas and this is believed to further substantiate the possibility that one type of object might have 


been observed in different aspects of flight. : 


Hf sightings are induced-by rumor, it seems unusual that more incidents have not been reported 
from the areas with high concentration of population. “Reports from such areas would also have 
greater facility in channeling either to newspaper or official reporting agencies. For the most part, 
sightings have been ‘made in fairly open country where there are few restrictions to visibility, which 
may indicate that obstructed vision has reduced sightings in built-up areas. oe es 


It therefore seems that some type of flying object has been observed; the identification of . 
its origin requires the competion af other. analyses. ; : Bs arches Then 


3. POSSIBLE ORIGLY OF. UNUSUAL FLYING CES Provided, upon the completion, of analyses, 
it cate t some or. e reported fly: objects over.the U.S. are of foreign -prigin, 
the objects could from a logical viewpoint, be considered Soviet. -It.is evident‘from the perform- 
ance characteristics attributed to the unidentified objects :at this.time-that if they. are,foreign, they 
involve-.efficiencies of .performance which -have not béen realized in any. operational airborne device 
in this country. ..Jt would, -therefore,-be a mistake to analyze the :technical.aspects of the situation 
within the Iimits of our own knowledge of practical developments. It is.more desirable-to;consider 
then the outer limits of possible Soviet developments and objectives in attempting to formulate some 


idea of the tactics which might be involved. re 


‘First of all, the scientific objectives of -the U.S.S.R. have been stated many ‘times and indicated 
in many forms. The most clearcut statement of this objective is probably the one contained in the 
preamble to the Fourth. Five-year Plan (1946-1950) which states: that the objective of Soviet.science 
is to-overtake and: surpass the scientific and technical developments:.of the :capitalist nations... Jt», 
apparently would >be an, impossible task for the Soviet Union to.accomplish.such an objective: by pro- 
ceeding step-by-step along-the same :lines .of development already achieved in ithe -capitalist nations. 
This would, mean that Jt. would.be necessary to rapidly: proceed through*each phase .of,aeronautjcal 
development that has already been accomplished -in this.country, and;this probably-would. neverhave 
any prospects of.accelerating Soviet development beyond any .point reached.by the U,S...-The obvious 
answer to accomplish -their .objective of not only overtaking,..but surpassing the capitalist countries 
would.be a scientific shortcut. This possibility is not ‘so:remote when examined on the. basis of’. 
our knowledge of-the current .situation in the ;U.S.S.R.. Provided Soviet.emphasis was given.to rthe 
most .promising and. advanced.ideas acquired from .Germany ,in 1945 -and the work aided by,.German 
scientists, the possibility. jaf-.catching up.and-possibly surpassing other nations :in technical develop- 
ments becomes :more realistic. It becomes~even more ,realistic :if the Soviets .have .shown ,a:tendency 
to concentrate on certain developments which have still not received a maximum of priority;in 


own programs. 


boy oetice ante 6 iaeen’s ie gate . wore esenihe? gas ubesgt suede AT 

1, Itis known that the U.S,S.R..has since.1945 enlisted.the services .af Dr. Guenther Bock, f 
German who headed all development of low .aspect ratio (flying: rwing)-type aircraft In Germany, ->-~ 
Dr. Bock is believed to be the top German scientist in charge at TSAGI and TSIAM which are 
“(Air Materiel Command” type organizations in the U.S.S.R.-.-Further, it ls believed that Dr: Bock 
has made -available -all.German-plans for flying wing type aircraft to. the -Soviets.; Among, the ,de-. 
signs considered ‘by.the.Germans and possibly exploited dy, the .U.S.S.R., are jet-propeljed, fying :. 
wing type aircraft whose configuration ‘would..be similar to descriptions of certain -objects; reported, 
flying over the -U.S.+-The:estimated: speeds of such aircraft are within range of the. -lower-limits ;: 
of speed -attributed to-flying objects over the U.S... It is not impossible that emphasis -on Burpass ing 
foreign developments has led to unusual progress in fuels and propulsion by the U.S,S.-R.;,In.con- 
nection with possible advancements ‘in the:field of fuels and propulsion, it should be ;observed..that 
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the Russian .of] situation (regardless of estimated ofl reserves) is quite different from that in the 
U.S. For example, U.S. ofl industry is prepared to turn out tremendous quantities of highly frac- 
tlonated petroleum products, while the U.S.S.R. cannot reasonably approach such capabilities. This 
consideration dictates different solutions on fuels for propulsion in the two countries and in turn, 
dictates the direction taken in development of jet motors or the use of other propulsive devices, 

We must therefore, arrive at the conclusion that any Soviet device which may have made its A 
appearance over the U.S. as described, would possess unusual performance characteristics which, 

in all probability, would include unusual range. The possibility that they could have been launched - 
at fairly close range should not be discarded. : 


4. POSSIBLE REASONS OR TACTICS FOR THE USE OF SOVIET UNCONVENTIONAL AIRCRAFT ° 
fe) » Predicated on e forego assumptions, Soviet unconventional alrcraft may 
Rave been flown over the U.S. for one, all, or a combination of the following reasons: 

a, TO NEGATE U.S. CONFIDENCE IN ATOM: BOMB AS THE MOST ADVANCED AND DECISIVE . 
WEAPON. - e objects. have been us: @ propaganda sense, we Treaso! e to assume 
That the Soviets would choose first to frighten pro-American nations in Europe with the appearance 
of a radically new weapon to counteract the ability of the U.S. to obtain full propaganda effective- 
ness with the atom bomb. It will be remembered that strange objects first appeared over the 
Scandinavian countries in 1946. The objects observed there had unusual range and unusual per- 
formance characteristics. As this demonstration over the Scandinavian countries occurred the 
U.S. was making a vigorous campaign for the economic and political alignment of these nations 
with other pro-American Western European nations. When these incidents subsided, strange flying 
objects began to be observed at an increasing rate over the U.S. The conclusion on this point is 
that flying objects may have been used to frighten both European nations and the U.S. by the appear- 
ance of a new device, and that failure to identify such a Soviet object would give them invaluable 
indication that U.S. development is far behind that of the Soviets. Except for this indication, it is 
belleved that the use of the objects to promote fear has been worthless in that the U.S. public has 
tended to characterize these incidents entirely as hallucinations by ‘‘crack pots’’, misidentification 
of conventional objects, or that they represent a secret American project which should not be pub- 
licized. Any fear that might result from Soviet use. will come only by a discovery that the objects 
have been Soviet aircraft and that they involve radical developments which are in advance of our 
own accomplishments, 


b, FOR PHOTOGRAPHIC RECONNAISSANCE. It is possible that the Soviets have employed the 
flying objects for the collection photographic intelligence or the mapping of certain areas in the 
U.S. The evasive action employed by all objects sighted indicates not so much an attempt to avoid 
being sighted, as an attempt to prevent disclosure of the exact type of flying craft and its mission. 
The sighting of objects over the U.S. has been most intense in Eastern and Western Coastal States. 
In addition, sightings of flying objects have been made near Oak Ridge, Tenn., Las Cruces, N. M., 
and in the general area of the Hanford Works in Oregon. Generally, sightings have not been made 
over what we consider strategic industrial areas. The reason for this. might be either that the. 
flying objects have been observed only enroute to or from missions over these more concentrated 
strategic areas, or that the Soviets obtained sufficient information during their World War II liafson 
with U.S. industry to satisfy their intelligence requirements and have a more active requirement 
for information on industries and areas which were not available to them during World War II con- 


tacts. This is of interest in connection with the sightings near Oak -Ridge,-Las Cruces, and in the 


general area of the Hanford: Works since these establishments were not, and are not, accessible to 
Soviet collectors of photographic intelligence. 


-c. TEST OF U. S. DEFENSES. It is possible that the use of Soviet flying objects over the U.S. 
is intended only to determine the ability of the U.S. defenses to spot foreign aircraft. This would 
be of extreme importance to the U.S.S.R. in the event that a one-way all-out attack of Soviet strate- 
@ic bombers is planned. Ability to operate over the U.S. uninhibited at a time when the-U. S. is 
supposedly re-arming and putting great stress on defenses would provide valuable information on 
which to base estimates for probability of success in bombing strategic objectives in the U. S. 
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d. FAMILIARIZATION FLIGHTS OVER U.S. TERRITORY. This possible reason ts perhaps the 
most improl e. assum at, shot ‘S purpose be involved, other purposes are prob- 


ably also accomplished in its execution. Provided the U.S.S.R. has unusually high performance 
aircraft they might. find it advantageous to familiarize themselves with the topography of the U.S. 
in anticipation of future combat missions to strategic targets. 


5. CONCLUSION. The conclusion that some type of flying- object has been observed over the U.S. 
seems to substantiated. It is not known at this time whether these observations are misidentifi- 


cations of domestically launched devices, natural phenomena, or foreign unconventional aircraft. It 
is, therefore, impossible to make any reliable explanation for their appearance over the U.S. or the 
tactics which they may employ if the objects observed include any foreign developments in sero- 
nautical fields. It is likewise impossible -at this time to contain discussions of. possible perform- 
ance characteristics or tactics within limits of practical reason, if for no other reason than the 
fact that proof af the existence of a foreign development of this type would necessarily . introduce 
considerations of new principals and means not yet considered practical possibilities in our own 


research and development. 


« 
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APPENDIX ‘‘B”’ 


REPORTED SIGHTINGS OF FLYING OBJECTS 


AS OF 1 AUGUST 1948 
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APPENDIX ‘‘C”’ 


SELECTED REPORTS OF FLYING OBJECT INCIDENTS 


1. A NUMBER of reports on unidentified flying objects come from observers who, because of their 
technical background“and experience do not appear to be influenced by unfounded sensationalism nor 
inclined to report explainable phenomena as new types of airborne devices. Some of the detalls of 

their. reports are presented in this appendix, along with those from possibly leés reliable sources 

who have reported evidence which is af such a nature that it cannot be entirely ignored. 


2,-DESCRIPTIONS OF significant incidents, arranged chronologically; follow: 


rapidly, although-it was impossible to estimate its ‘speed. ‘The ‘other observations were made at 
27,000 feet in like manner, .~ f° ce, Mert i oe 


his oo Mi. 
, , wo 


“b. The Yollowing —<—_ a field engineer. for Radio Corporation of America, 
reported a ‘disk flying near his home in-Oklahoma City, Oklahoma,. ‘The object was thought to be 
at an‘altitude between 10,000 feet and 18,000 feet, and was ‘moving toward the north at a high rate 
of speed, leaving no :tratling effects. te ee a 8 et 

“¢-While flying-at 10,000 feet on a course af 300 degtees, 30° miles northwest af Lake Meade, 


Nevada, an AirForce lieutenant reported seeing five or six white circular objects in close forma- 
tloa: ‘tpaveling at‘an.estimated ‘speed of 285 miles -per’ hour. This sighting occurred on 28 June 
(i is aS lh s a ae eee Thee is 


- 


ER 


... @eThe following day a’ party af three, two of them scientists, were motoring along Highway 17 
towartthe ‘White Sand, New Mexico, V-2 firing grounds and reported.seeing a large disk or sphere 
moving“-horizontally at .a“high speed and.an estimated altitude of 10,000 feet. It was of uniform 
shape vand had no protruding’ surfaces such as-wings.. The object was in sight for about 60 seconds 
betore ‘it disappeared to ‘the. northeast, The three observers agreed-on the details of the sighting 
oe Cae ere Bie ee ge 2 a om 
‘On .7 July.1047," tive ‘Portland, Gregon .police ,officers ;reported:varying numbers of disks fly- 
ditterent ‘parts tof: the city.’ All observations: were made ‘within a minute or two of 1805 


+ 
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Fig. 6 


h. On 29 July 1947, <SGRUOMORIBERAG while flying near Tacoma, Washington, reported a formation 
of flying objects. His sketch of their shape corresponds closely to that shown in the photographs 


made by Mr. (MMMM. On the same day, two U. S. Air Force pilots at Hamilton Field reported 
two flying disks trailing a P-80, following it toward Oakland, California. 


i. On 4 August 1947, the pilot and co-pilot of a DC-3, flying for one A) Jones, near Bethel, 
Alaska, reported a flying disk larger than their aircraft. This disk crossed their path at about 
1,000 feet and they turned to give chase. The DC-3 was flying at 170 mph, but the disk flew out 


of sight in four minutes. 

j. On 12 November 1947, two flying disks trailing jet-like streams of fire were reportedly 
Sighted from the bridge of the tanker Ticonderoga, according to the second officer. The Ticonderoga 
was 20 miles off the Oregon shore. This officer said the disks were In sight 45 seconds, moving 
at a speed estimated at 700-900 mph, curving In a long, low arc. 


Se -i- 
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k. On 7 January 1948, a National Guard pilot was killed while attempting to chase an unidentified 
object up to 30,000 feet., While it is presumed that this pilot suffered anoxia, resulting in his crash, 
his last message to.the tower was, ‘‘it appears to be metallic object....of tremendous sige....directly 
ahead and slightly above....I am trying to close for a better book.’’ 


1. On 6 April 1948,.three trained balloon observers from the Geophysics Laboratory Section, 
Watson Laboratories, N.J. reported seeing a round, indistinct object in the vicinity of Hollman Air 
‘Force Base, New Mexico, It was very high and fast, and appeared to execute violent. maneuvers 
at high speed. The object was under observation for approximately 30 seconds and disappeared 
suddenly. : : “7 


m. A yellow or light colored sphere, 25 to 40 feet in diameter was reported by Lt. Comdr. 
Marcus L. Lowe, USN, just south of Anacostia Naval Air Station, D.C., while he was flying on 
30 April 1048. It was moving at a speed of approximately 100 miles per hour at an altitude af 
about 4,600 feet. Although winds aloft were from the north-northwest, its course was to the 
north, 


2, On 1 July 1948, twelve disks were reported over the Rapid City Air Base by Major Hammer, 
These disks were oval-shaped, about 100 feet long, flying at a speed estimated to be .in excess of 
500 mph. Descending from 10,000 feet, these disks made a 30-degree to 40-degree climbing turn 
accelerating very rapidly until out of sight. 


‘0, On 17 July 1948, a report from Kirtland Air Force Base describes a sighting in the vicinity 
of San Acacia, New Mexico, of seven unidentified objects flying in a ‘‘J’’ formation at an estimated 
height of 20,000 feet above the terrain. The formation varied from ‘“‘J” to ‘‘L” to circle ‘after 
passing the zenith. Flashes from the objects were observed after passing 30 degrees beyond the 
zenith ,but there was no smoke or vapor trail. If the reported altitude is correct the speed was 
estimated at 1,500 miles per hour, according to the report. 


p. Other sightings of lights and trails, rather than disks, have been reported, viz: : 

. (1) On 12 September 10947, the pilot and co-pilot of a Pan American aircraft, en route from 
“Midway to Honolulu, saw a blue-white light approaching, changing to twin reddish glows upon 
drawal. The pilot estimated the speed of the light at about 1,000 knots. 


| . « (2) On 15 June 1948, Mr territory manager for the B.F. Goodrich Company, 
observed a.reddish glow with a jet exhaust in the vicinity of Miles City, Montana. This 
glowing light made no sound, traveled about twice the speed of a conventional aircraft and 
flew from noth to south several times in a wide arc, finally disappearing over the horizon. 


q. During the early morning of 25 July 1948, two Eastern Airlines pilots reported having seen ~ 
a huge. flying craft similar to a V-2 pass their aircraft in flight. (See. Figs. 7 and 8.) The 
attached drawings made by these two observers very closely resemble a flying object reported to 
have been seen on 20 July 1948, by qemu chief investigator of Court of Damage Inquiry, and 
his daughter at .Arnham, Netherlands. This object appeared to be a wingless aircraft having two 
decks, The craft, sighted four times through scattered clouds and unlimited visibility, was travel- 
ing at high speed at a high altitude. -A sound similar to that made -by a-V-2 was reported. 


r, An object, similar in shape to the one in the preceding incident was reported by an experienced 
American newspaper reporter about 25 kilometers northeast of Moscow on 3 August 1948. A Russian 
acquaintance identified it as a rigid airship but the reporter disagrees because it flew at a high, but 
not excessive speed. : 


s. On 1 October 1948 at approximately 2030 hours the pilot of a F-51 aircraft, 2nd Lt. George 
F. Gorman (North Dakota Air National Guard), flying near Fargo, North Dakota, sighted an inter- 
mittent white light about 3,000 feet below his 4,500 feet cruising altitude. The pilot pursued the 
, light which appeared to then take evasive tactics. The object or light out-turned, out-speeded, and 
out-climbed the F-51 in every instance during the attempt to intercept. The pilot lost contact 27 
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minutes ‘after the initial sighting. The same light was observed by three other witnesses from the 
ground: “Mr. QO, Air Traffic Controller, Mr. Assistant Traffic -Con- 
troller, and Dr.QiQMESGiliem, Oculist. .4 comparison ‘of all testimony revealed that one object 
was sighted and that it consisted only of a small round ball of clear white light with no apparent 
shape attached.’ It was about 6 to 8 inches in diamter. At times it traveled faster than the F-51 
and performed ‘maneuvers in an evasive manner. When first sighted the ball of light was travel- 
ing at an estimated 250 miles per hour. Under this condition, the Mght was not continuous but 
blinked off-and on. At high performance the white light was continuous. Subsequent investigation 
eliminated the possibility that this incident may have been another aircraft or a meteorological 
balloon, _ 

‘+t, On 18 November 1948 at approximately 2145 hours, three reserve pilots, 2nd Lt. Kenwood 
W. Jackson, “2nd Lt. Glen L. Stalker, and 2nd Lt. Henry G. Combs, flying near Andrews Field,’ 
Maryland, encountered an unidentified flying object. When first sighted, it appeared to be lighted 
and flying at about 1,700 feet. Three or four passes were made in an attempt to identify It. The 
pilot of the aircraft stated that while diving his aircraft at approximately 240. miles per hour, the 
object would climb vertically and then would drop below the aircraft from behind and ‘continue’to 
circle. On the last pass, the landing light was switched: on-.and momentarily a-dull gray glow 
from the object’ was observed. Lt. Combs stated he-maintained contact for about ten minutes with 
the object flying between the lights of Washington, D. C. and his aircraft. All that could be 
observed was an oblong ball with one light, no wings and no exhaust flame. It finally made a 
very: tight turn and headed toward the east coast at an estimated 500 to 600 miles per hour. At 
the same time Staff Sergeant John J. Kushner observed from-the ground an unusual: object in the 
air over Andrews Field. He stated that it was not very high and that it did not look like an 


3. REPORTS OF radar intercepts point to unusual air activity which may be related to flying 
objects. : : f : Ps ‘ a 

a, On 1 July 1947, a GCA radar at Hokkaido, Japan picked up an unidentified target at 16 miles, 
with a speed in excess of 500 mph. This target split into two targets, each estimated to be larger 
than a P-61. 7 ae . z ” sts ge Tee : 


b. On 16 September 1947, an MEW radar at Fukuoka, Japan, picked up a target at 89 miles and 
trailed it to 19 miles, where it faded. Speed was 840-900 mph. The speed measurement, made 
by a good crew through a 70-mile track, is believed accurate. 


4, Investigations conducted by Headquarters, Air Materiel Command, have definitely established 
the identification of 18 of approximately 210 so-called flying saucers which have been reported. 
Approximately nine per cent af the total number of incidents are, therefore, eliminated from 
further specific consideration. Among those incidents positively explained, three were hoaxes, 
two were from unreliable witnesses. In the remaining 13 eliminated incidents, objects were 
actually seen but investigation has shown that they were celestial bodies or phenomena, meteoro- 
logical and carnival balloons, and airborne cosmic ray experimental equipment. The following 
examples are presented for comparison of the information reported by witnesses and true Adentifi- 
cation of the object involved: . 

a. On 22 July 1948, Captain Henry Glover (Ordnance Reserve) and his wife observed at Van 
Nuys, California, an object which they were unable to positively identify. Object at first appeared 
to be round and looked like a weather balloon at about 2,000 feet but there was no characteristic 
bobbing. The wind was blowing on the ground but the object was quite steady. During the time 
it was under observation, about an hour, it traveled through a vertical arc of about twenty-five 
(250) degrees or more. The observer concluded that it was not a celestial body. It has a bluish 
luminescence and as the sun set, the object’s color gradually changed to orange at dusk and ceased 
to be {illuminated almost instantaneously. The outline was clear and the air was clear with 
visibility unlimited. The object traveled from the east to the west. 


This object was determined by investigation to have been a balloon carrying cosmic ray 
equipment. ~- 


aL = : - 15 - 
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b. On 19 August 1948, at approximately 1050 hours an unidentified flying object was visible 
from the ground at Godman Air Force Base, Kentucky. This. object was estimated to be at about 
30,000 to 40,000 feet altitude, spherical in shape, bright silver color and gave a bright reflection 
from the sun. An F-61 was dispatched from Standiford Air Force Base, Kentucky, to observe 
the object. During observation from the ground, there was no change in the elevation of the object 
and it seemed to be moving southwest from Godman Air Force Base. The F-51 which was flying 
over Godman AFB at an altitude of 30,000 to 35,000 feet reported that it was unable to locate the 
object although it was still visible from the ground with the naked eye. Azimuth and elevation 
readings were taken by theodolite every minute and the path of the object was charted. : 


The object was determined to be the planet Venus by Mr. Moore, the head astronomer at : 
the University of Louisville, Louisville, Kentucky. It is believed that earlier incidents at Godman 
Field (reference paragraph 2k, page 12, Appendix ‘“‘C’’) may also have been observations of the 


planet Venus. 


5, AMONG THOSE Incidents still not positively explained, reported observations differ to some 
extent, but three general categories of sightings emerge -- the flying disk, the ball of fire and 
the large jet rocket. Interesting observations that were noted are: 

a. Most of the objects are a thin-disk, round on top and flat on the bottom. The front half 
of the disk is often circular, sweeping back to a square tail across the full width. 


b. A high rate of climb as well as the apparent ability to remain motionless or hover for a - 
considerable length of time is Indicated. 


c. Reported sizes have varied from that of a 25-cent piece to 250 feet in diameter, and from 
the size of a pursuit plane to the bulk of six B-29 airplanes. ‘. 


d. Speeds have been estimated throughout the entire range from very slow or hovering to 
supersonic. 


e. Sounds and visual: trails are not normally associated with the sightings. 


- 16 - : a 
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APPENDIX ‘‘D’’ 
FLYING WING TYPE AIRCRAFT 


lL. AERONAUTICAL” ENGINEERS in eevena countries have been engaged ‘for some time in the 
design, construction, and flight of flying wing type aircraft. The study of flying objects requires, 
at least, a brief examination of proposed and existing unconventional aircraft whose configurations, 
when seen by the uninitiated, could lead to reports of strange flying devices. A description of 
some of the more significant types by:country follows. 

2. GERMANY. At the end of World War I, German aircraft designace had numerous projects 
under way ‘concerning tailless aircraft which conceivably ‘could be mistaken for -“‘Flying Saucers”’ 
or ‘disc-like- Objects. It is not clear just what the Soviets are doing in‘the way of developing 
these projects’ but it is considered that German studies on tallies: ai and related con- 
figurations ‘are available to the U.S.S.R. 


a, ARADO NIGHT AND BAD WEATHER FIGHTE PRO CT I. This is a Sailiens, low-wing 
monoplane with swept-back wing of large root HIER and as Ing a long, narrow fuselage. 
‘Span 
ose Length‘ . 
iia Power Plant | 


Max. Speed (sea se 
Max. Speed (29,500 feet) 


b. ARADO E 581-4, A high-wing tailless single-seater with*a. Single jet unit mounted in’ the: 
fuselage. Fin and ‘rudder units are DINE on the wing midway between fuselage and _ Wing 


acts 3 


Span ‘ 29.3 feet 
Length 18.4 feet #3; ss 
-Power Plant 1 HeS O11 turbo 5 “unit** 
;Max..Speed (sea level) =< a 

Max. 3 peed (service ceiling) -- 


GOTHA P > 60 A. - This ‘was ¢ first.of the ‘P60 series of jet ‘fighters. - It isa: flying. wing 
type " snd, since the pilot and..observer* »prone, ‘there 1s no projecting canopy, thus .permitting-a 
particularly clean design. “The” ‘det Junits are ‘ed at the rear of the center section, one:above 
and one below. 


Span eae 40 feet 8.1/2 4n. 
‘..- Wing Area” 04:square feet 
“s+ osPower Plant: BMW .003 turbo jet units 


Max. Speed ‘28, 000 ‘feet) | 


Nee ede fi - 


d. HEINKEL: Pp 4080: “This is a singlé-seat fighter. with a” sharply - swept-back wing, resembling 
a flying wing type, but having a single fin and rudder with no tail plane. 


Span 29.2 feet 


Wing Area ca 218 square feet 
No performance estimates are available. 


Otte -17-- 
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e. JUNKERS EF 130. Of the flying wing type, this project was established as a long-range, 
high-speed je: bomber. 


Span 78.8 feet 

Wing Area 1280 square feet 

Power Plant 4 HeS 011 turbo jet units 
Max. Speed 620 miles per hour 
Range 3700 miles 


1. ME 322. This ts a tailless mid-wing monoplene criven by two pusher propellers with the 
engines centrally located in the wings.on each side cf the stubby rounded fuselage. 


Span 56 feet 

Length 25.4 feet 

Max. Speed : 455-465 miles. per hour 

Power Plant 2 DB 603 reciproceting engines 


8. HORTEN WING. The closest resemblance to the estimated configuration af “Flying Disks’”’ 
is represented by the Horten Wing aircraft. Work on the Horten 229, a twin jet fighter, had pro- 
@ressed to the final stages at the end cf World Wer I. Its prototype, a Horten glider, success- 
fully soared to an altitude of 14,200 feet as early as 1938, proving the soundness af this design. 
(Figs, 1, 2 and 8) 2 . ‘ : . 5 ie : ‘ 
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Photograph is illegible. 
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3. GREAT BRITAIN. 
ONG WHITWORTH. The AW 52 G, a glider, and the AW 52, a twin-jet air- 


a. THE ARMSTRC 
plane, are British designs of tallless aircraft. The vertical stabilizers are located at the tips 


of the swept-back wing. (Figs. 4.and 5) Data on the AW 52 appear below. 


_ Span 90 feet 
otLength 37 feet 
*"Max. Speed (sea level) 435 knots 
: "Max. Speed (20,000 ent : 435 knots 
* Max. Speed (36,000 feet 417 knots 
~ Range 3 . 1800 nautical miles 
“Power Plant -. i 2 Nene II turbo jet units 


: Photograph is illegible. 
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Photograph is illegible. 
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4, UNITED STATES. 

a, NORTHROP B-35. This is z i i i 

‘ s s is a flying wing type aircraft, powered 
F a Wine Span ot A ‘aft, power by 5 
and has-a-wing span of 172 feet and a length of only §3 eat ee ad reciprocating engines 


Photograph is illegible. 
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b. NORTHROP YB 49. Powered by eight turbo-jet engines, this airplane is the jet-propelled 
version of the Northrop Flying Wing (B35). (See Fig. 7) 
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c. CHANCE-VAUGHT XF5SU-1. Developed by Chance-Vaught Aircraft, this radical design 


promises the reality of high and low speed performance. Powered by two R-2000-2 engines, 
the airplane will have a speed range of from 40 to 425 miles. per hour. (See Fig. 8) 


Photograph is illegible. 


“ATL the World’s Aircraft’? (1935 edition) describes 
0 :h:p. LeBlond engine.... This has a high aspect 
’ In plan ‘form, the wing is almost 


4. ARUP TAILLESS MONOPLANE. Jane’s 
this airplane as “"a two-seat ma e with a.7 
ratlo wing with straight leading-edge and built in nacelle.... 


semi-circular. 


shows this. airplane in flight at South Bend, 
h included in Appendix ‘‘C’’ as 


Figure 4. 
it Is’ possible tnat later models ‘af -this or similar U.S, civil aircraft may have been observed. 
Span- 22 feet 
Length 7 18 feet 
Power Plant . ieY"LeBlond engine 
Max. Speed 86 miles per hour 


5, ALTHOUGH APPENDIX “‘D’’ is not intended to explain conclusively the phenomenc Riot 
2ports m 


Saucers’’ the possibility of unconventional type aircraft being the cause of flying disk 


not be overlooked. 
Photograph is illegible. 
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CONFIDENTIAL 313.6 Reoords Destruction of 


FROMs AFOIV~TC 360.05 T/O & AF 
TOs CG, Alaskan Air Command, 11 Aug 1950 
lst Ind 


SUBJECT: "Downgrading of Air Intelligence Report No. 100-203~79" 


1. Subject document, for which your Command requests downgrading 
action, contains info and speculation on the "flying saucer" situation 
which have never beenreleased or intimated publicly by the Air Force. 


FILED UNDERs 319.1 Air Intelligence Division Studies 
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VOU.9 Flying Discs 


dais : $19.1 ir Intelligence Division § 


25 Sept 1950 


FROMs Dept of the Air Force ‘qs U.S. Air Force 


TOs See below 


Ltr 
SUBJECT: Destruction of 4ir Intelligence Report Number 100-203-7S9 


1. %It isrequested that action be teken to destroy all copies of 
Top Secret Air Intelligence Report Number 100-203-798, subject, "Analysis 
of Flying Object +ncidents in the U.S.," dtd 10 Dec 1948. 


* = * 


FILED UNDER: 313.6 Records, Destruction of S97 CeErPbe 
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_- DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
MINUTES OF PRESS CONFERENCE HELD bY 
MAJOR GENERAL JOHN A. SAMIFORD 
DIRECTOR OF INTELLIGENCE, U. S. AIR FORCE PRE i 
29 July. 1952 - 4:00 p. m. - Room 36-869, The Pentagon ee ey 


Participating: Major Gencral Roger M. Ramey 
ee Director of Operations, USAF 


Colonel Donald L. Bower, Technical Annlysis 
Division, Air Technienl Intelligence Center 


Captain Roy L.-Jaumes, Kleetrontcs Branch, 
Air Technical Intelligence Center 


Captnin Edward J. Ruppelt, Aerinl Phenomenon 
Branch, Air Technical Intelligence Center 


Mr. Burgoyne 1. Grit fing, Electronica Branch, 
Air Techntenl Intelligence Cunter 


MR. SCHOOLEY: Ladies and gentlemen, Let me remind 
‘the military that, while they are welcome here, this is a 
press conference and let's be sure that the press fs all 
seated before the conference bwegins, , 
_ Let me introduce General Samford, air Force Director 
of Intulligence, nnd General Ramey, Director of Operationn. 
General Samford. 


MAJOR GENERAL SAMPORD: I think the plan in to have 
very brief opening remrks and then ask for such questtons as 
you may want to put to us for discussion und answer. In 60 
far as opening remarks is conoerned, I just want to state our 
reason for coxcern about this, 


The Air Force feels a very definite obligation to 
identify und analyze things that happen in the air that may 
have in them menace to the United States and, becnuse of thnt 
feeling of obligation and our pursuit of thnt interest, since 
1947, we have an actiyity that was: known one time an Project 
Saucer and now, as part of another more stable and integrated. 
organizntion, have undertaken to analyze between y thousand 
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and two th®usand reports dealing with this aren. And out of 
that mass of reports that we've received we've been able to 
take things which were originally wiidentified and dispose of 
them to our satisfaction in terms of bulk where we came to the 
conclusion that these things were either friendly aircraft 
erroneously recognized or reported, hoaxes, quite a few of 
those, electronic and meteorological phenomenonn of one sort 
or another, light aberrations, and many other things. 


However, there have remained u percentage of this 
total, in the order of twenty per cent of the reports, that 
have come from credible observers of relatively incredible 
things. And because of these things not being possible for 
us to move along and associnte with the kind of things that 
we've found can be associnted with the bulk of these reports, 
we keep on being concerned nbout them. 


Nowever, I'd like to say that the difficulty with 
disposing of these reports is largely besed upon the luck of 
any standard measurement or any ability to measure these things 
which have been reported brivfly hy some, more elaborately by 
others, but with no measuring devices thet con convert the 
thing or the iden or the phenomenon tnto something that becomes 
manageable as miterinl for any kind of analysia thit we know. 
We take oome of these things and we try to eet the best pro- 
fesstonal ndvice, 1f wo cun, trom them, nbout them, and wo're 
in much the same position of trying to bring to the good honest 
workmen of sefence n piece of miterinl thit has no utility 
because it dousn't have the kind of measurements on it that he 
cin use. And, 8 4 Gonsequence, he his to reject these things 
and say, "Until you cnn bring me something more substantinl 
than thit, I can't mike any progress," 


So our need, really, fa to get the mensurement value 
on these and, in the Interim, Incking sufficient measure of 
these things to make thém amenable to real annlysis, we have 
to say that our renl interest in this project ia not onu of 
intellectusl curfosity but is in trying to establish and 
appraise the possibility of n menace te the United Staten, 

And we can say, as of now, thnit there has heen no pattern that 
reveals anything remotely like purpose or remotely like con- 
sistency that we can in any way associnte with any mennce to 
the United States, 


Now, we do want to continue in the interests of 


intellectunl curiosity or the contributions ta be mde to 
scientific measurements, but our main interest is going to 
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have to ceatiee ah the problem of seeing whether the things © 
have possibility of hurt to the United States, and our present 
dilemma of lack of measurement that can be turned to analysis 
and a complete lack of pattern in any of these things which 
gives any clue to possible purpose or possible use, leaves us 

in, some dilemma as to what we can dn about this remeining twenty 
per cent of unidentified phenomenn. 


The volume of reporting {1s related to many things. 
We know thnt reports of this kind: go back to Biblical times. ” 
There have been flurries of them in vartous centuries. 1646 
seems to have had a time when there was quite a flurry of re- 
porting of. this kind. Our current series of reports goes 
back, generally; to 1946 in which things of this kind were 
reported in Sweden. 


There are many reasons why this volume goes up and 
down, but we can't help but believe that, currently, one of the 
reasons for volume is thnt man is doing 4 great deal more, 
There's more man-mde activity in the mir now than there was, 
certainly, in Biblicnl times or in 1846, In:nddition to that, 
our opportunitics to observe have been enhanced grently. 


The difficult part. of it, a3 far ns advancing the 
program is concerned, is that our ability to measure doesn't 
seem to have advanced. in any. way as well ns our opportunity 
to observe and the greater recurrence of more disturbing things 
of this sort that are actunlly in.existenee from man-made ir 
participation thut we know ubout.. ; 

So our present course of action is to continue on this 
problom with the best of our ability, giving to it the attention 
that we feel it very definitely warrnnts in terms of fdentifying 
adequitely the growing or possible or disappenring, if it turns 
out to be that, menace to the United States. to give it adequate” 


attention but not frantic attention, : 


: Now, I think with those opening remarks I could invite 
questions. Question, yes, sir? : 


THE PRESS: Have there been more than one radar sighting 


simultanceusly -- that is, blips from several stations all con- 
centrating on the same area? , 


MAJOR GENERAL SAMFORE:,- You menn in the past2 


THE FRESS: Yes, sir. 
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vw i“ - Settee 
TO + MR. A. He H vont. : te: July 29, 1952 
FROM > WP. rey oy ee 
SUPJECT: = FLYING SAUCERS / rery 41 | 
PURPOSE: v= alll 
To adutse at the present tine the Air Force has — 
fatled to arrive at any satisfactory concluston tn. ead 
its research regarding numerous reports of flying saucers and ~~ i 
flying discs stghted throughout the United States. — — | 
DETAILS: ty 


aun 

ur. M. W Phtlcor, the Bureau's Air Force Liatsop 6 he 
Representative, made arrangements through the office eg 

Major General John A. Samford, Director of Air Intelligence, {P) 

U.S. Atr Force, to receive 1 brtefing from Commander spenes 2) 

Boyd of the Current Intellinence Branch, Estimates Dtutston, 

Atr Intelligence, regarding the present status of Atr Intelligence ' 
research into the numerous reperts regarding flying saucers : 


and flying discs. | 


Commander Boyd aduiscd that Air Intelligence has 
set up at Wright Patterson Air Force Bases Ohio, the Air 
Technical Intelltgence Center which has been established for 
the purpose of coordinating. correlating and naking research 
into all reports regarding flying saucers and flying discs._ = 
He advised that Atr Force research has indicated that the Ue | 
sightings of flying saucers gocs back several centurtes and } 
that the number of sightings reported vartes wtth the amount 
of pudlictty. He advised that inmediately if publictty appears \ 
in newspapers, the number of sightings reported increases : 
considerably and that citizens immediately call in reporting 
stghtings which occurred several months prevtously. Commander 
Boyd stated that these reported sightings of flying saucers 
are placed tnto three classifications by Air Intelligence: 


(1) Those sightings whitch are reported by citizens who. 
Claim they have seen flying saucers from the ground. 
These sightings vary %1 descripttons, color and speeds. 
Very little credence ts gtven to these sightings 
tnusmuch as tn most tnstances they are belteved to be 
tmaginattve or come eznlatnable object which actually 
crossed through the sky. 


(2) Stghtings reported by cormerctal or e@itiary 
pilots, These a. cre considered more credtble. 
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by the Air Force tnasmuch as commerctal or milttary 

ptlots are expertenced in the atr and are not 

expected to see objects whtch are enttrely taaginattve. 

In each of these tnstances, the indtuidual who reports 

the stghting is thoroughly interviewed by a representattve 
of Air Intelligence so that a complete description of 

the object stghted can be obtatned. 


(3) Those sightings which are reported by ptlots_ and. 
sor which there is addittonal corroboration, such a8_ 
recording by radar or stghttng from the, ground. : 
Gommander Boyd advised that this latter classtftcatton 
constitutes two or three per cent of the total number 

of stghttngs, but that they are the most credtble 
reports recetved and are dificult to explain. Some 

of these stghtings are originally reported from the 
ground, then are observed by ptlots in the atr and then 
are picked up by radar instruments. He stated that in 
these instances there ts no doubt that these individuals 
reporting the stghtings actually did see something tn 
the sky. However, he explained that these objects could 
still be natural phenomena and stt1l could be recorded 
on radar tf there was some electrical disturbance tn the 


sky. 


He stated that the flying saucers are rnost frequently 
observed in areas where there ts heavy atr traffic, such as 
Kashington, D.C.» and New York City. He adutsed, however, that 
some reports are _recetved fron other parts of the country. 
covering the entire. United Statcs and that stghtings-have.also 
recently been reported as far distant as Acapulco, Merico; 
horea and French Morocco. He adutsed that the_stghtings — 
reported in the last classification have never been satisfactortly 
explained. He pointed out, howcvers that tt ts still possible, 
that these objects may be a natural phenomenon or sone type 

\ of atmosphertcal disturbance. He advised that tt ts not 

i entirely imposstble that the objects stghted_may possibly be_ 

‘ ships from another planet such as Mars. He advised that at 
the present time there ts nothing to substantiate this theory 
but the posstbility ts not being overlooked. He stated that ~ 
Air Intelligence ts fairly certain that these objects are not 
chins or misstles from another nation tn this world, Commander 
hoy:t adutsed that intense rescarch ts being carried on presently 
hy Air Intelltgence, and at the present time when credible 
reportings of sightings arc receiucd, the Air Force ts attempting 
in cach instance to send up jet interceptor planes in order to 


obtain a better view of these objects. However, recent attempts 
in this regard have tndicated that when the ptlot in the jet 
approaches the object tt invariably fades from utew,. 


RECOM (EN DATION: 


None. The foregoing ts for your infornatton. 


ww 
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Office Memorandum * UN!TED STATES GOVERNMENT 


To : YR. As He seins" ie DATE: October 27, 1952 
FROM 3: ve P. Kear), ee yr. 
SUBJECT: " rurINe SAUCERS v4 


SINOPSIS: 


Air, Intelligence aduised of another creditable and 
unexplainable sighting of flying suucers. Air Intelligence 
1 feels flying saucers are_optical illusions or _atmos= 
erical phenomena but son me Yilitary officials are sariausly 
considering | the possibility of interplanetary ships. 


BACKGROUND: 


You will recall that Air Intelligence has previously 
kept the Bureau advised regarding developments pertaining to Air 
Intelligence research on the flying saucer problem. Air Intelligence 
has previously advised that all_researah pertaining to this problen 
ts_handled_by the Air Technical Intelligence Center located at 
Wright-Petterson Air.Force Base, Dayton, Ohio; that approrimately 
90 per cent of the reported sightings of flying saucers can be 
discounted as products of the imagination and as erpvlainable objects 
such as weather balloons, etc., but that a small percentage of 
extremely creditable sightings have been unerplainabdle. 


DETAILS: 


Colonel C. M. Young, Executive Officer to Major General 
John A, Sanford, Director of Intelligence, Air Force, advised on 
October .23, 1952, that another recent extremely creditable sighting 
had been reported to Air Intelligence. A Navy photographer, while 
traveling across the United Statez in his own car, saw a number of 
objects _in the sky which appeared to be flying saucers. He took 
Fai mately thirty-five feet of notton-picture film of these 
He voluntartly submittec: the film to Air Intelligence who 
had it. studied by the Air Technicc.l Intelligence Center. Experts 
at the Air Teth nical Intelligence. Center have advised that, after 
careful study, there were as many as twelve to sixteen flying objects 
recorded on this film; that the possibility of weather balloons, 
clouds or other explainable objecis has been completely ruled out; 
and that they are at a ‘complete luss to explain this most recent 
creditable sighting. The Air Technical Intelligence Center experts 
pointed out that they could not be optical illusions inasmuch as 
_ optical illusions could not be recorded on film. 
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Memo to Mr. A. He Belmont R&S: F. 
Toh uts, Pu keep LYING SAUCERS 


Celonet_reung oduised that Air Intelli 
— gence still feels 
that the so-called flying saucers are either optical ciiusisns or 


atmosoherical Phenomena. He pointec out, however, thot som 
uVLiEsty osficials are seriously cor siderin th ; 
settee ee ships. : , Sennen 


ACTION: 


hone. This is for your information. 
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MILITARY COMMUNICATIONS-ELECTRONICS BOARD 
WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 


1 February 1959 
LETTER OF PROMULGATION TO: 
The Department or the Army 


The Department of the Navy 
The Department of the Air Force 


Subject: JANAP 146(D) s 


oO 
@) 


1. JANAP 146(D), CANADIAN-UNITED SVATES COMMUNICATIONS INSTRUCTIONS 
POR REPORTING VITAL aN SEEELGSL CS SIGHTINGS ; an unclassified non- 
registered publication, pre ved by the t Militar, Communications- 
Electronics Board in eon aes fon with the Cunadian JCEC(W), for Joint 


and Canadian use, 


2. JANAP 146(D) supersedes JANAP L4e(C), and ts effective upon receipt 
for the U.S. JANAP 156(D) will become errective ror the Canadian Forces 
when directed by tne appropriate implementing, agency. 


3. This publication contains milivary inforriatvion and is for official 
use only. 


4. Copies and extracts may be mace from this publication in the prep- 
aration of official publications. 


5. Comments and recommendations concerning, th publication should 


not be addressed to the Military Communications-Electronics Board, but 


to one of the following, as appropriate: 


- Chief Signal Officer, U.S. 
. Chief of Naval Operations 
- Director of Communications-Electr 


loom) 


(DNC), U.S. Navy. 
onics, U.S. Air Force. 


eis aticrnon ICS BOARD: 


Naw 


JOSEPH NBUSH 


FOR THE CHAIRMAN, MILITARY MMUNICAT 


E. H. FARRELL 
Commander, USN 


Secretaries 
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CHAPTER I 


GENERAL DESCRIPTION AND PURPOSE OF COMMUNICATION INSTRUCTIONS 
PUM REPORTING VITAL INTELLIGENCE SIGHTINGS 
EEL GENCE SIGHTINGS 


lGl. Purpose. - The purpose of this publication is to provide uniform 
instruétions for the peacetime reporting of vital intelligence sightings 
and to provide communication instructions for the passing of these in- 
telligence reports to appropriate military authorities. 


102. . Scope. - 


: : xX 
a. This publication 1g limited to the reporting of information 

of vital importance to the security of the United States of America and 

Canada and their forces, which in the Opinion of the observer, requires 

very urgent defensive and/or investigative action by the US and/or Cana- 

dian Armed Forces. 


b. The procedures contained in this publication are provided 
for: 


(1) US and Canadian civil and commercial aircraft. 


(2) US and Canadian Government and military aircraft other 
than those operating under separate reporting directives. 


(3) US and Canadian merchant vessels operating under US and 
Canadian registry. 


(4) US and Canadian governnent and military vessels other 
than those operating under ceparate reporting directives. 


(5) Certain other US and Canad 
vessels, 


an vessels including fishing 

(6) Military installations receiving reports from civilian 
or military land based or taterborne observers unless 
operating under separate reporting directives. 


(7) Government and civilian agencies which may initiate re- 
ports-on receipt of information from land-based, airborne 
or waterborne observers. ‘ 


103. Message Identification, - 


a. Reports made from airborne and land-based sources will be 
identified by CIRVIS pronounced SUR VEES as the first word of the text. 
(Refer Chapter II). 


b. Reports made by waterborne sources will be identified by 
MERINT pronounced as MUR ENT as the first word of the text. (Refer 
Chapter III). 
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CHAPTER II 
CIRVIS REPORTS 
SECTION I - GENERAL 
201. Information to be Reported and When to Report. - 


a. Sightings within the scope of this chapter, as outlined in 
Article 102b(1), (2). (6) and (7), are to be reported as follows: 


(1) While airborne (except over foreign territory - see 
paragraph 21U) and from land based observers. NOTE: 
g Canada and the United States are not considered foreign 
territory for either country-for the purposes of this 
publication. 


(a) Hostile or unidentified single aircraft or forma- 
tions of alrcraft which appear to be directed against 
the United States or Canada or their forces. 


(b) Missiles. 
(c) Unidentified flying objects. 
(d) Hostile or unidentified submarines. 


(e) Hostile or unidentified group or groups of military 
surrace vessels. 


(f) Individual surface vessels, submarines, or aircraft 
of unconventional design, or engaged in suspicious 
activity or observed in a location or on a course 
which may be interpreted.as constituting a threat to 
the United States, Canada or their forces. 


(g) Any unexplained or unusual activity which may indi- 
cate a possible attack against or through Canada or 
the United States, including the presence of any 
unidentiried or other suspicious ground parties in 
the Polar region or other remote or sparsely popu- 
lated areas. 


(2) Upon landing. 


(a) Reports which for any reason could not be transmitted 
while airborne. 


(>) Unlisted airfields or facilities, weather stations, 
or air navigation aids. : 


(c) Post-landing reports. 


! 


. 2-1 ORIGINAL 


4 
aj 
uM 


oa a eS eb agli cata he 


«' Doc. 1-5! JANAP 146 (D) 


SECTION IT - PROCEDURES 


pe) JANAP 146(D) 


eve. General. - Communications procedures to be employed will be basi- 
cally those prescribed for the conmunicatzcns System or service used. 
Continuing efforts will be made by un airerart originating a CIRVIS 
report to insure that each CIRVIS message is received by an appropriate 
station. 


203. Precedence riority or transmission). - 


a. To avoid delays by aircraft in rendering a CIRVIS report to 
a ground facility, the word "CIRVIS" snoken three (3) times will be 
employed,,preceding the call, to clear the frequency(ies) over all other 
communications, except DISTRESS, URGENCY and SAFETY, to insure its ex- 
peditious handling. 


b. Should instances occur, when use of the above procedure fails 
to clear the frequency(ies) over all other communications in progress 
except as provided for in 2u3a, the International Urgency Signal "J 
transmitted three (3) times or "PAN" spoken three (3) times will be 
employed to facilitate disposition of the message to the receiving 
facility. 


c. The following precedence will be employed in the transmission 
of all CIRVIS reports, as appropriate, commensurate with the communica- 
tions facilities used: 


Tabulation 
Circuit clearance CIRVIS CIRVIS CIRVIS 


International Urgency XXX XXX XXX or PAN PAN PAN 
Signal (alternate) 


Military precedence Y or Emergency 
Commercial class of RAPID US GOVT for US Government 
service Indicator activities or RUSH for Canadian 


Government activities (to be used 
only when refiled with.commercial 
companies) 


204. Contents of CIRVIS Reports, - 

a. Airborne CIRVIS reports will be similar to routine aircraft 
position reports transmitted b, elther radiotelephone or radiotelegraph. 
Tne appropriate procedures to te employed will be those applicable to 
communications facilities utilized. The reports should contain the 
following information, when appropriate, in the order listed: 

(1) CIRVIS Report. 


(2) Identification of reporting aircraft or observer as 
appropriate. 


(3) Object sighted. Give brier description of the sighting 
which should contain the following Jtems as appropriate. 
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mber of aircraft, vessels, missiles, submarines, 
etc. + 


(b) Category of object, general description, e.g., size, 
shape, type of propulsion, etc. 


(4) The position of the object. This can be indicated by 
any of the rollowing methods: 


(a) Latitude and Lonitude. 
(b) Over a radio fix. 
(c) True bearing and distance.from a radio fix, 
(d) Over a well-known or well-defined geographic point. 
(e) True bearing and distance from a geographic point. 

(5) Date and time of sighting (GMT). 

(6) Altitude of object. 

(7) Direction of travel of object. 

(8) Speed of object. 

(9) Any observed tdentification, insignia, or other signif- 
icant information, Every reasonable effort should be 
made to positively identify the object sighted. 


Example of an air/sround radiotelephone transmission: 


(Aircraft) CIRVIS CIRVIS CIRVIS - KINDLEY THIS IS AIR FORCE TWO 
FIVE NINE THREE SIX - CIRVIS REPORT - OVER 


(Aeronautical : . 
Station) AIR FORCE TWO FIVE NINE THREE SIX THIS IS KINDLEY - 


GO AHEAD 
(Aireraft) EMERGENCY - CIRVIS REPORT - AIR FORCE TWO FIVE NINE 


THREE SIX SIGHTED FORMATION OF SIX JET BOMBERS - CON- 
FIGURATION IS SWEPT WING WITH EIGHT JET ENGINES - : 
TWO HUNDRED MILES EAST OF BERMUDA ON THIRTEEN MAY AT 

ONE THREE FIVE ZERO ZULU - ALTITUDE THREE FIVE THOUSAND - 
HEADING TWO SEVEN ZERO DEGREES - NO MARKINGS OBSERVED - 
OVER 


{Aeronautical 
Station) KINDLEY - ROGER - OUT 
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round radiotelesraph transtegsion: 


(Airerart) XXX XXX XKK AFA3 DE A48207 
(Aeronautical ‘ 

Station) A4%8207 DE AFA3 K 
(Aircraft) Y - CIRVIS REPORT. A482U7 SIGHTED ............ . ETC, 
(Aeronautical 

Station) A48207 DE AFAR AR 


2U5. Additional CIRVIS Reports. - 


a. Additional reports should be made if more information 
becomes available concerning a previously sighted object. These re- 
ports should contain a reference to the original report sufficient 
to identify them with the original sighting. 


Example of an air/ground radiotelephone transmission: 


(Aircraft)- CIRVIS CIRVIS CIRVIS - KINDLEY THIS IS AIR FORCE TWO 
FIVE NINE THREE SIX - CIRVIS REPORT - OVER 

(Aeronautical 

Station) AIR FORCE TWO FIVE NINE THREE SIX - THIS IS KINDLEY - 

GO AHEAD 

(Aircraft) EMERGENCY - THE SIX JET BOMBERS PREVIOUSLY REPORTED AT 
ONE THREE FIVE ZERO LU BY AIR FORCE TWO FIVE NINE 
THREE SIX ARE NOW ONE THREE ZERO MILES WEST OF BERMUDA 
AT ONE FOUR THREE FIVE ZULU - HEADING TWO SEVEN ZERO 
DEGREES - OVER 

(Aeronautical \ 

tation) KINDLEY - ROGER - OUT 


NOTE: In radiotelegraph transmission, the same procedures would apply 
as prescribed in para 204, 


b. Cancellation reports should be made in the event a previously 
reported sighting is positively identified as friendly or that it has 
been erroneously reported. Such reports should be transmitted as a 
brief message cancelling the previous report(s). 


Example of an air/fzround radiotelephone transmission: 


(Aircraft) CIRVIS CIRVIS CIRVIS - KINDLEY THIS IS AIR FORCE Two 
FIVE NINE THREE SIX - CIRKVIS REPORT - OVER 


(Aeronautical - : 
Station) AIR FORCE TWO FIVE NINE THREE SIX THIS IS KINDLEY - 
GO AHEAD 
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(Aircraft) EMERGENCY - CANCEL CIRVIS REPORT OF ONE THREE FIVE ZERO 


ZULU BY AIR FORCE TWO FIVE NINE THREE SIX - SIX JET 
BOMBERS POSITIVELY IDENTIFIED AS AIR FORCE BRAVO FORTY 
SEVENS AT ONE FOUR FOUR SIX ZULU - OVER 


(Aeronautical 
Station) KINDLEY - ROGER - OUT 


NOTE: In radiotelegraph transmission, the same procedures would apply 
as prescribed in para 204. 


ce. -A post-landing report is desired immediately after landing 
by CINCNORAD or RCAF-ADC to amplify the airborne report(s). This may 
be filed with either the military or civil communications facility 
located at the place of landing. If the landing is not made in Cana- 
dian or United States territory the report should be made to the nearest 
Canadian or United States military or diplomatic representative in that 
area. The post-landing report will refer to the airborne report(s) and, 
in addition, contain a brier resume of weather conditions at the time 
of sighting(s), verification of the sighting(s) by other personnel and 
any other information deemed appropriate. If the sighting was identified 
as friendly, and a report so stating was riled while airborne, no post- 
landing report is required. 


(1) If no airborne report was made as a result of inability 
to reach a communicaticns station or due to being over 
foreign territory (see paragraph 210), the post-landing 
report will contain all the information available con- 
cerning the sighting. 


206, Addressing. - 


a. Aircraft. - It 1s imperative that all CIRVIS reports reach 
the appropriate military commands as quickly as possible. The reports, 
therefore, shall be transmitted as scon as possible after the sighting. 
Ground procedures have been established to handle CIRVIS reports by 
either military or civil facilities, so the same procedures as those 
now established and in use by pilots for air traffic control shall be 
followed. When contact by civil or military pilots cannot be estab- 
lished with any ground communications station, maximum effort shall be 
made to relay the CIRVIS reports via other aircraft with which communi- 
cation is possible. i ‘ 
(1) Post-landing reports should be addressed to CINCNORAD, 

Ent AFB, Colorado Springs, Colorado, or RCAF-ADC, St.. 
Hubert, Quebec whichever is the more convenient if the 
sighting occurred within or adjacent to the North 
American continent. Whichever of these headquarters 
receives the report will immediately notify the other 
and also all other addressees of the original report(s). 
If the sighting(s) occurred in other areas, the post- 
landing report should be made to the nearest US or 
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rward ne report as preseribed in sub- 
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paragraph 2v0ob 


b. Communications Stations, - Communications stations (to in- < 
any civil or military racitlity such as control tower, naval shore 
station, approach control, ARTC eenter, any other communica- 
facility) receiving CIRVIS reports will 


(1) us military fixed communications stations will multiple- 
address the CIRVIS report to the following address 
designations: : 


(a) For sightings in overseas areas - reports will be 
forwarded to: 


Addressees as prescribed by Area Commanders. 
(Normally, these addressees are the operating 
service commands concerned). 


Ire 
H 


2. Commander-in-Chief, North American Air Defense 
Command (CINNORAD), Ent AF, Colorado Springs, 
Colorado. 


Chief of Sturf, United States Air Force (COFS, 
USAF), Washington, D. c. 


fw 


(2) Canadian and US military rixed communications stations 
Will mulitipie address the CIRVIS reports to the follow- 
ing address designation 


(a) For sightings within or adjacent to the North 
American continent, reports will be forwarded to: 


i. Commander of the nearest joint air defense 
division, command or group. 


2. CINCNORAD, Ent AFB, Colorado Springs, Colorado. 


3. Appropriate Sea Frontier Command: 
4@. Commander, Western Sea Frontier (COMWEST- 
EAFRON), San Francisco, California. 


b. Commander, Eastern Sea Frontier (COMEAST- 
SEAFRON), New York, N. Y. 


Chier of Stafr, United States Air Force (COFS, 
USAF) Washington, D. C. 


| 
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5. RCAF Aly Defense Command (CANAIRDEF) St. Hubert, 
Montreal, Canadas, 
6. Appropriate Flag Officer in Command: 


ana ag Orficer, Atlantic Coast, 
CANFLAGLAN!), Halifax, Nova Scotia. 


a. oC 
( 


b. Canadian Flng Officer, Pacific Coast, 
(CANFLAGPAC), Esquimalt, British Columbia. 


Civil communications 
received from elther a 
stations as rollows: 


s will ‘handle CIRVIS reports 
t or other communications 


won 


+ 
v 
4 

4 


(a) Air Carrier company 
report, exactly as r 
DOT ARTC center in t 
control information, 


stations will pass the CIRVIS 
eceived, to the nearest CAA or 
he same manner as air traffic 


(bd) CAA or DOT communications s 
a CIRVIS report Amm 
the appropriate center. 


, upon receipt of 
pass the report to 


(c) CAA or DOT Upon receipt of CIRVIS 
reports, ART ll forward them inmediately 
to the: y facility as prescribed 
by agreement with < upropriate military commander, 


Acceptance of and Responsibility ror CIRVIS Reports. - 


‘c responsibilities as. follows: 


CONCNORAD or hUAS 


411 review all CIRVIS reports to 
ascertain that they h >» been addressed in accordance 
with paragraph 2vS and forward reports to any omitted 
addressees in the United Staves and Canada -respectively. 
These headquarters are the normal points of contact 
between the two countries and are responsible for pass- 
ing CIRVIS reports of interest, including post-landing 
reports, to each other. 


United States or Canadian military or diplomatic author- 
ities in receipt of CIRVIS reports that have not been 
previously forwarded should take the action indicated 
in paragraph 206 without delay by the most rapid means 
available. 


Chief of Staff, USAF, will disseminate CIRVIS reports to 
appropriate agencies in the Washington, D. C. area. 


RCAP-ADC and the Canadian Flag Officers will be respon- 
sible for notifying Canadian military headquarters in 
Ottawa concerning CIRVIS reports. 
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fying Cnief or Naval Operations and appropriate Fleet 
Comaanders concerning CIRVIS reports. 
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b, Fixed and mobile military communications racilities and 
alitcary personnel havi & Occasion to handle CIRVIS reports must lend 
asstutance in all cases required in expediting CIRVIS reports. All 
civilian facilities and personnel are also urged to do so. Maximum 
errort must be made by all persons handling CIRVIS reports to insure 
positive immediate delivery. 


c, WHEN A STATION RECEIVES A PARTIAL CIRVIS REPORT AND THE 
i \INDER IS NOT IMMEDIATELY FORTHCOMING, IT WILL BE RELAYED OR 
DELIVERED IN THE SAME MANNER AS A COMPLETE REPORT. 


SECTION III - SECURITY 
Sa ets 


Oc8, Military and ivilian, - Transmission of CIRVIS reports are 


- Subject to the U. S, Communications Act of 1534, as amended, and the 


Canadian Radio Act of 1938, as amended. Any person who violates the 
provisions of these acts may be liable to prosecution thereunder, 

These reports contain information affecting the National Defense of the 
United States and Canada. Ans person who makes an unauthorized trans- 
mission or disclosure of such a report may be liable to prosecution 
under Title 18 of the uS Code, Chapter 37, or the Canadian Official 
Secrets Act of 1535, as amended. ‘This should not be construed as re- 
quiring classification of CIRVIS messages. 1@ purpose is to emphasize 


the necessity for the handling of such tion within official 
channels only. 


fALUAVION KEPORTS 


SECTION Iv - £1 


20%. Action by Activities, - 

a. All investigative measures and evaluation processes instituted 
oy addressees, and by originating authorities where applicable,-will be 
handled in accordance witn existing procedures and reported in accord- 
ance‘with these instructions, insuring that appropriate commands as 
listed in paragraph 206 are kept fully informed of investigative results 
and. evaluations. These evaluations Shall be expressed in terms indi- 
cating the reported sighting as being Positive, Probable, Possible, or 


No Threat insofar as beine a threat to the security of the United States 
or America or Canada or their torces, or an explanation of the Subject 
reported when known. 3 

b. The first two words of the text of an evaluation report shall 


be "CIRVIS EVALUATION" followed by the date-time-group and/or other 
identification of the CIRVIS report(s) being evaluated, 
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SECTION V_- SFECIAL CONSIDERATIONS 


210, Radio Transmission Restrictions. - CIRVIS reports will not be 
transmitted by radio while over roréign verritory, other than Greenland 
or Iceland, but will be transmitted as soen us practicable upon leaving 
foreign territorial boundaries. In accordance with special permission 
from the Danish government, report ay be transmitted while traversing 
Greenland. Foreign territory includes all territory except international 
water areas and territory under the jurisdiction of the United States 
orf America and Canada. 


SECTION VI - COMMERCIAL CHARGES 


2ll. Charges. - 


a. All charges incurred in handiing CIRVIS reports through U. S. 
facilities will be charged to the U. £. Department of the Air Force 
(accounting symbol apr), Insofar as practicable, CIRVIS reports so 
handled should be forwarded RAPID US GOVT COLLECT, 


b. All charges incurred in handling CIRVIS reports through 
Canadian racilities will be charged to the Royal Canadian Air Force. 
Insofar as practicable, CIRVIS reports so handled will be forwarded 
"RUSH COLLECT", 


ec. Any or all questions of charges will be resolved after traf- 
fic has been handled. In no case should CIRVIS reports be delayed 
because of communication handling charges. 
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CHAPTER III 


MERINT REPORTS 


SECTION 1 - GENERAL 


301, Information to be Reported and When to Report. - 
See OS RE Pe Ee. nd: when LONepory. 


eo of this chapter, as outlined in 
are to be reported as follows: 


a. Sightings within th 
Article lu2b, (3), (4), (5) 


1¢n within territorial waters of 
ada or the USA as prescribed by 


(1) Immediately (except wi 
nations other than Ca 
International Law). 


(a) Hostile or unidentified single aircraft or forma- 
tion of alrerart which appear to be directed agains 
Canada or the United States or their forces. 

(ob) Missiles. 

(c) Unidentified rlying objects. 

(d) Hostile or unidentified submarines. 


(e) Hostile or unidentified group or groups of military 
u e 


e vessels, 


(f) Individual surface ve sels, submarines, or aircraft 
or unconventional design, or engaged in suspicious 
activities or observed in an unusual location. 


(g) Any unexplained or unusual activity which may indt 
cate possible attack against or through Canada or 
the United States, including the presence of any 
unidentified or other suspicious ground parties in 
the Polar Region or other remote or sparsely popu- 
lated areas. 


SECTION II - PROCEDURES 


302. Generali. - Communication procedures to be employed will be basi- 
cally tnose preseribed for the communications system or services used, 
Merchant ships will employ normal international commercial communicat 
procedures and utilise existing commercial or military facilities as 
appropriate. Every effort will be de to obtain an acknowledgment f 
each MERINT wessage transmitted. Canadian or U. S. vessels which are 
“manned by military or civil service personnel will use military commu 
cation procedure. 
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303. Precedence (priority of transmission). - Transmission of MERINT 
reports sha be precedcd by the wor NANT" spoken three times OR 
dy ita alternate, the international "Urgency Signal", Additionally, 


the military precedence or "Emergency" 


addressed to military activities. 


U.S. Government" for reports addres 
activities, or Canadian "Rush", for re 
Government activities shall be used: 


Tabulation 


Circuit clearance 

International Urgency Signal 
(Alternate) 

Military Precedence 

Commercial Class of Service 


shall be uséd if the report is 


Governmental precedence of "Rapid 
sed to other U. S. Government 


ports addressed to Canadian 


MERINT MERINT: MERINT 
XXX XXX XXX or PAN PAN PAN 


Y or Emergency 
RAPID US GOVT for US Government 


‘~* 


activities or RUSH for Canadian 
Government activities (to be 
used only when refiled with 
commercial companies) 


Indicator 


304, Contents of MERINT Reports. - 


a. MERINT reports should contain the following as applicable 
in the order listed: 


(1) "MERINT" will always be the first word of the text. 
(2) Name and call letters of reporting ship. 


(3) Object sighted. Give brier description of the sighting & 
which should contain the following items as appropriate; 


(a) Number of aircraft, vessels, missiles, submarines, 
etc. 


(b) Category of object, general description, e.g., 
Size, shape, type of propulsion, etc. 


(4) Ship's position at time of sightings. 

(5) Date and time of sighting (GMT)* 

(6) “ Altitude of object expressed as Low, Medium or High. 
(7) Direction of travel of object. 

(8) Speed of object. 

(9) Any observed identification, insignia, or other signif- 


deant information, Every reasonable effort should be 
made to positively identify the object sighted. 
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(10) Conditions of sea and weather. 


JANAP 146(D). 


* "0714302" ts an example of a complete date-time group (DTG). When 
broken into component parts (07) is the day of the month, followed by 
(14) the hour in 24 hour time, followed by (30) the minutes of the hour, 
followed by (Z) the time zone, "2" signifies that Greenwich Mean Time 

has been used in composing the date-time group. 


Day of Month Hour Expressed Minutes of Indication that 
in 24 hour time the hour GMT is being used 


EXAMPLE of a Radiotelephone Transmission: 


MERINT MERINT MERINT - WHISKEY ZULU TANGO - THIS IS KILO HOTEL 
WHISKEY MIKE - OVER 

KILO HOTEL WHISKEY MIKE - THIS IS - WHISKEY ZULU TANGO - OVER 
WHISKEY ZULU TANGO. - THIS IS - KILO HOTEL WHISKEY MIKE 

MERINT SS TUNA KILO HOTEL WHISKEY MIKE SIGHTED FORMATION OF SIX 
JET BOMBERS LAT 4ON 50E AT 211500Z ALTITUDE MEDIUM HEADING 

270 DEGREES TYPE OF AIRCRAFT NOT OBSERVED BEFORE WIND FORCE 

3 SEA CALM - . 

OVER 


EXAMPLE of a Radiotelegraph Transmission: 


MERINT MERINT MERINT CFH DE KHWM K 
KHWM DE CFH K . 

CFH -DE KHWM 

"RAPID U S GOVERNMENT" or CANADIAN "RUSH" 
MERINT (REMAINDER OF TEXT) 

2115132 JONES KHWM 

K 


3U5. Additional MERINT Reports. - 
cee TEBINE Reports. 
a. Amplifying Reports. - 


(1) When additional information becomes available to any 
observer and is of importance, it is to be transmitted 
as-a "MERINT AMPLIFY" report. _ 


(2) Amplifying reports are to be handled in the same way 
as the original report except’ that the first two words 
of the text will be "MERINT AMPLIFY" followed by the 
date and time of filing of the MERINT report being 
amplified. 


(3) Amplifying reports on aerial objects normally consist 
of additional information pertaining to the sighted 
object's size, shape; description of jet or rocket 
Streams; color, sound; if multiple objects, the number; 
type; method of propulsion; number of engines; insignia 
and estimated speed. 
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(4) Amplifying reports on submarines or surface sightings ’ @ 

normally consist of additional information on the state 

or sea and weather, inclu visibility; actions of 

object (course, speed, cv: maneuvers, ete.) identi- 

Pieation marks, (flags lg, numters, exchange of 
communication); closest runge at which object observed; 

any further remarks, (dived, surfaced, commenced snork- 

ling, stopped snorkling, etc.) 


b. Cancallation Reports. - 


(1) Cancellation reports should be made in the event a 
previously reported sighting is positively likes 
as friendly, erroneous or false, 


(2) MERINT cancellations are 
manner as the ortginal 

first two words shinll b 

the date and time or Slling 


to be handled in the 


RINT 


a2 report except tt the 

INT CANCEL" followed by 

: of the MERINT report being 
cancelled and, in brier, the information on which the 
cancellation is bused. - 


ec. Delayed Reports. - In the event a MERINT report cannot be 
made by radio, the Naster 1s requested to report the details of the 
RINT sightings to the approrriate Cunadilan or United States military 
authorities, If the port or urrival is outside of Canada or USA, the 
report is to be made to the nearest Canadian or US military or diplo- 
matic representative in the area, This report should be submitted 
immediately upon arrival in port by any available means and should be 
‘ in the format prescribed in paragrash 304. ; ‘ & 


3uc, Addressing. - 


a. Vessels. - 

(1) It is imperative recorts reach the 
appropriate milita 3 quickly as posstble. 
‘Tre Reports: therefore, sha transmitted as soon 
= possible after the sighting. All Canadian or U.S, 

essels listed under Para 102b, (3), (4), and (5) are 
ne transmit in plain language all MERINT reports to 
the nearest Canadian or U. S. military, government or 
“commercial radio station, regardless of whether the 
vessel is Canadian or U. S. registered. 


(2) Naval vessels which intercept MERINT reports from 
merchant vessels shall copy the report and immediately 
relay EXACTLY AS RECEIVED to the appropriate Canadian 
or U. S. Navy-Shore Radio Station with relay instruc- 
tions. 


3-4 ORIGINAL 


: Cc Doc. 1-Su_JANAP 146 (D' ” 


: 4 

b. Communications Stations. - Coemmunications Stations (to includ 
any commercial, government or miliitary racllity such as coastal marine 
radio station, telegraph offices, navul or const guard shore radio Sta- 
tion or any other communication racilit,) receiving MERINT reports will 
immediately after receipting process the report as follows: 
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(1) Canadian or U, S. co stal or government communications 
Stations will handie “RIND reports received from either 
vessels or other communications stations by immediately 
forwarding them to a Canadian or U. S, military fixed 
communication facility as prescribed by agreement with 

* the appropriate military commander. 


(2) U.S, military fixed communications stations will mul- 
tiple-address the MERINT report to the following address 
designations: 


(a) For sightings in overseas areas - reports will be 
forwarded to: . 


1. Addressees as prese 
(Normally, these addressees are the operattng 
Service ccnmands concerned). 


2. maander-in-Chicr, North American Air Defense 
nd (CINCNOXAD), Ent AFB, Colorado Springs, 
3. Chiter of Stuff, United States Air Force (COFS, 


USAP washington, B.C. 
Ps te a 


mij 


(3) Canadian and U. S. military communications. stations will 
multiple-address the MERINT reports to the following 
address designations: 


(a) For sightings within or adjacent to the North Americ 
continent, reports wili be forwarded to: 


1. Commander of the nearest Joint air defense divi- 
-Slon, command or group, 


2. CINCNORAD, Ent AFB, Colorado Springs, Colorado. 
3. Apprepriate Sea Frontier Command: 


&. Commander, Western Sea Frontier (COMWESTSEA- 
FRON), San Francisco, Calif. 


b. Commander, Eastern Sea Frontier (COMEASTSEA- 
FRON), New York, N. Y. 


4A. Chief of Staff, United States Air Force, (COFS 
USAF), Washington, D. C. 
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5. RCAF Air Defense Command (CANAIRDEF), St. Hubert, & 
Montreal.. 


6, Appropriate Flag Officer in Command: 


a. Canadian Flag Officer, Atlantic Coast, 
(CANPLAGLANTS, Halifax, Nova Scotia. 


b. Canadian Flag Officer, Pacific Coast, 
(CANFLAGPAC), Esquimalt, British Columbia, 


307. Acceptance of and Responsibility for MERINT Reports. - 


a. The following activities have responsibilities as follows: 


(1) CINCNORAD or RCAF-ADC will review all MERINT reports to 
ascertain that such reports have been addressed in 
accordance with paragraph 3U6 and forward reports to 
any omitted addressees in U. S. and Canada respectively. 
These headquarters are the normal points of contact 
between the two countries and are responsible for pass- 
ing MERINT reports cf interest, including delayed reports, 
to each other. 


(2) Canadian or United States military or diplomatic author- 
ities in receipt of MERINT reports will take the action 
indicated in paragraph 306 without delay by the most 
rapid means available. 


(3) Chief of Starr, USAF, will disseminate MERINT reports § 
to appropriate agencies in the Washington, D. C. area. 


(4) RCAF-ADC and the Canadian Flag Officers will be respon- 
sible for notifying Canadian military headquarters in 
Ottawa concerning MERINT reports. 

(5) Sea Frontier Commanders will be responsible for notify- 
ing Chief or Naval Operations and the appropriate Fleet 
Commanders concerning MERINT reports. 


bd. Fixed and mobile military communications facilities and mili- 
tary personnel having occasion to handle MERINT reports must lend as- 
sistance in all cases required in expediting MERINT reports. All 
civilian facilities and personnel are also urged to do 30. Maximum 
effort should be made by all persons handling MERINT reports to insure 
positive immediate delivery. . 


ce. WHEN A STATION RECEIVES A PARTIAL MERINT REPORT AND THE 
REMAINDER IS NOT IMMEDIATELY FORTHCOMING, IT WILL BE RELAYED OR 
DELIVERED IN THE SAME MANNER AS A COMPLETE REPORT: 


ORIGINAL 
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308. Military and Civilian. - Transmisston of MERINT reports are sub- 
Ject to the Communications Act of 1434, as amended, and the Canadian 
Radio Act of 1638, as amended. Any person who violates the provisions 
of these acts may be liable to prosecution thereunder. These reports 
contain information affecting the National Defense of the United States 
and Canada. Any person who makes an unauthorized transmission or dis- 
closure of such a report may be liable to prosecution under Title 18 
of the US Code, Chapter 37, or the Canadian Official Secrets Act of 1939, 
as amended, This should not be construed as requiring classification 

of MERINT messages, The purpose is to emphasize the necessity for the 
handling of such information within official channels only. 


SECTION IV - EVALUATION REPORTS 


309, Action by Activities. - 


a. All investigative measures and evaluation processes insti- 
tuted by addressees, and by originating authorities, where applicable, 
will be handled and reported in accordance with existing procedures, 
insuring that appropriate commands as listed in paragraph 306 are kept 
fully informed of investigative results and evaluations. These evalu- 
ations shall be expressed in terms indicating the reported sighting 
as being Positive, Probable, Possible or No Threat insofar as being a 
threat to the security of the United States of America dr Canada or 


e da 
their forces, or an explanation of the subject reported when known. 


b. The first two words of the text of an evaluation report 
shall be "MERINT EVALUATION" followed by the date-time-group and/or 
other identification of the MERINT report(s) being evaluated. 


Bc tay 
ow SECTION V_- SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS 


310. Radio Transmission Restrictions. - MERINT reports will not be 
transmitted by radto ottier thun Canadian or U. S. or international 


waters, 


SECTION VI - COMMERCIAL CHARGES 


311. Charges. - 


a. All charges incurred in handling MERINT reports through 
U. S. facilities will be charged to the U. S. Department of the Navy 
(accounting symbol NAVY). Insofar as practicable, MERINT reports so 
handled should be forwarded RAPID US GOVT COLLECT, < 


b. All charges incurred in handling MERINT reports through 
facilities will be charged to the Royal Canadian Navy. Insofar 
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as practicable, MERINT reports so handled will be forwarded "RUSH  ——- 
COLLECT" , ata 


ec. Any or all questions of charges will be resolved after 
i trarfic has been handled. In no case should MERINT reports be de- 
; layed because of communication handling charges. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330-1000 


OCT 26 1989.. 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


Sergeant First Class Clifford E. Stone 
HHC, USMCA, WRZ 

ATTN: Adj Ofc 

APO New York 89801 


Dear Sergeant Stone: 


We are responding to your August 13, 1989 Freedom of 
Information Act request. 


We determined portions of the attached documents are exempt 
from disclosure because they contained information that, LE 
disclosed to the public would result in a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. The authority for this exemption is 
the United States Code Title 5, Section 552(b)(6) and Air Force 
Regulation 12-38, paragraph 16f. 


The denial authority is C. Norman Wood, MG, USAF, Asst. Chief 
of Staff, Intelligence. 


Should you decide to appeal this decision, you must write to 
the Secretary of the Air Force within 68 days from the date of 
this letter. Include in the appeal your reasons for 
reconsideration and attach a copy of this letter. Mail it to: 


Secretary of the Air Force 
Thru: SAF/AADS (FOIA) 
Washington, DC 20338-1809 


We are attaching the releasable records. 


We surfaced other records responsive to your request. We do 
not have the authority to deny or release them. We forwarded your 
letter and the records to Military Airlift Command/IMD (FOIA), 
Scott AFB, IL 62225. They will reply directly to you. 


We do not have records responsive to item 2 of your request. 
We also forwarded it to 544 CSG/IMD (FOIA), Nelis AFB, NV 89191- 
5000. They will reply directly to you. 


Sincerely, 


BARBARA A. CARMICHAEL 


Freedom of Information Manager 


1 Atch 
Releasable records 


89-9923 


) 


AIR FCRSE SPECIAL SECURIT? OFFICE 
Headquart3ra, orthtast Air Co=nand 
APO €82 aw York, UT. 


sso : “y8.tJuiz 1955 


SUBJECT; (T:CLASSIFID) FCB WAC Area 


‘Comzanda> ee 
USAF Sacurity Service 4 : 
San Antonio, Texzs : e 


_1. Referenca to S50 ‘IZAC nastags, C12 SU72C-13, DIG 2312972 July 
andl your sasncze Cite 00?=<55.17, Dz0 1225113 July 1955. Followiaz is 
more datailed inforaztion on sigeting“in the NZAC area in June ani Julz 
as requested in your 22353506 


; Inclosures 1, 2, 3, acd 4 ore datailed reports prepared by 
Watch Division, WiC, on ta2 1 to @ July sigetings mode by R2W47 crawde 
D/I 3TEAC has not correlated tazse sishtiags with any known activity. 


3. Inslosuves 5, 6, ani 7 are. detailed reports ca tha 7 July 
sigating near Rarmoa Ara, ciild. Inslesur2 6 contains tha interregatica 
reports of ta2 ersvs favolved in tsa sigatlas. nclosure 7, cTZAC 
Weelly Intolliseses WOFCRT Digest coatcins a reavas of the 7 July 
sigating and susz2quent evaluasioa by D/I NEAC, Copies of ell inclosures 
forward3i to DIRUSA. ¢ 


7 Insls 

RB~47 sigating #1 

PB-47 sizating #2 

R2—;7 sishting #3 

RBN,7 sishting #4 

64th Air Dév Msg DIG 961292 Jul 55 
64ta Air Div tig DTG 0791922 Jul 55 
Weckly Intell rCFcR Digest 


DECLASSIFIED BY: ACS/Intelligence on 7 Sep 89. 


ae Nae os a7 er ees a 


C. NORMAN WOOD, Maj Gen, : 
Asst Chief of Staff, Intelligenc 


« 
' 
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Itzx he At 2100Z on 1 June, an enstbound 73-47 oxparionced electronic 
contact with an unknown aircraft or object in the aroa of Devon Islands 
A bright return tas received on the APG-32 30% for 20 minutes and the 
warning light flashod intermittently. The R3-47's Xesysten rocorded 
what was possibly the aveep ‘of another radar nearby. Contact was lost 


at 21202. Wo visual contact established. 


Cn the return westbound flight, the APG-32 azain had a contact 
for °30 winutes duration at appreaizatoty &,0CO yarda. This tino no 
indication vas rogistered by the warning light. Mo visual contac’ oe 
made, eee8 . : . ‘ 

g Coordinates anc tines as folloxst ste 


First contact (estizate) 74°40'-105°CO' 21002 1 Juno 


Contact lost 76°15'N%-31009 7 21202 1 Juno 
. Second contact (ostimate) 74930-20030" 24002 1 Juno 
Contact lost 74°10! 53150" 00302 2 Juno : 
At 00302 on 4 June, a westbound R3-i7 experiencod ‘dlectronie e Berks 


and visual contact with an unknown aircraft or object in the Yel- 
villo Sound area. Tho RB-47 gua warning light was flashing inser- 
pittontly and the 5 radar had a contact at 7,000 yards ranges. Visual 
contact was cade by crew chief, who describes aircraft as glistening 
silver metallic. The aircraft was first seen low and to the rear of 
the RB~47, It raintained a position low and to tho rear and slightly 
right of the RB-47. Tho configuration of the aircraft yas obscured 
by contrails. The aircraft broze off contact to the corth with an 
incroase in spoed. Tho RB<47 ving at 32,00, indioating Lach .7356 
Although gun casara filcs are availedle, they are of such poor quality 

. that no information can be obtained frca thom. The radar and visual 
contacts were caintained for a total of 9 nminutes.***¢ 


Coordircates and tizes are as follozs: 


Contact established 74°10'M = 107°10'1 00302 4 Juno 
Contact lost 73°45' = 111035'S = 00492 4 Juno 
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At 003502 on 7 June, a westbound R3-37 enroute to Eilson aF3, 
Alaska, at 35,000 feot experienced eloctronic contact southeast of 
Banca Island. The RB-47's APG-32 dotected an aircraft/object at 
3,600 yards and i the sane lovel as the eircraft. The scope retura 
wos small and rectangular. The pilot interpreted it to be a form of 
jannings The terget warning MU ght went on and off 3 tines in as 
eapy minutes. Wo visual or Kesysten Contacts. sees ; 

Coordinates and tinss are as folloizss 

Contact established 71°02" = 127000"? ~=—0080Z "7 June 


Contact lost 00532 «7 Juno 
‘(possibly later) 


ITEM 4 . 
. At 20342 on O Juse, an oasthouda 42-47 lying at 30,006 feet 
experionced electronic and visual contact with an unknown eircraft 
south of Bathurst Island. The R3-47 was flying at 30,000 and indi 
“eating 450 knots. The warning light flashed and 2 indications woro 
observad on APG-32 soope. The Kesystea scope showed indloations of , 
sweeping by anothor radar. Visual centact indicates afroraft was 5 
to 10,090 feet above R3-47 and approxirately 5-10 niles behind for 
approzicately 20 minutes. The co-pilct of R3-47 states aircraft had 
fighter configuration. Contrail was observed es aircraft élsappeared. 
Contrall also sighted by 2nd RB-47 approxirately 60 miles behind lst; 
therefors, about 70 miles bohind the sighted aircraft. Distanco 
suggests contrails recain visible for some tins, sees . 
Coordinates and tices are as follozss 
Contact established 74°26" © 103°25'T §=620442)— 8 Juno 
Contact lost 21402 «8 June 
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“ABSTRACT 


Early in 1950 the Geophysics Research Division received 
‘a directive to investigate peculdar light phenomena that had 

been Sbaceven in the skies of the southwestern United States. 
Project Twinkle was established to cheek into these phenomena 
and their explanation. 

The gist of the findings is essentially negative: The period 
of obsorvations covers a little over a year, Some unusual pheno- 
mena were observed during that period, most of them can be at- 
tributed to such man-made objects as airplanes, balloons, rockets, 
etc. Others can bo attributed to natural phenomena such ag 
flying birds; small clouds, and meteorites, There has been no in- 
dication that even tho sania strange observations often called 
“Green Fireballs" are anything but natural phenomona, 

Our recommendations are in essence that there is no use in 
Sinking any more funds into this at the present time and that we 
will keep in connection with one of our meteor studics a sharp eye 


on anything unusual along this line, 
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1 
1. Background 
In accordance with instructions contained in a classified letter 


from Chief of Staff, USAF to CG, AMC, subject "Light Phenomena”, on 


14 September 1949, Lt. Col. Frederic C.E. Oder of CRD attended a con~ 


ference at Los Alamos, 14 October 1949 on the subject of "Green Fireballs" 
observed in the Northern New Mexico area. Since the phenomena had been 


observed only in this area and only since 1947, it had caused considerable 


concern among security agencies in the arca, ct was .the conéiusion of 
the scientists present at this meeting that the information’ avenieane 
was not sufficiontly aug tire, Instrumental observations - diate 
graphic, triangulation, and spectroscopic wore considered essential, 

br. L. La Paz of the Department of Meteoritics of Univ. of New 
Mexico was: present at the los Alamos meeting and subsequently was in- 
vited to submit risceapals for studying this phenomena under GRD spon- 
sorship, On 2 February 1950, Dr. La Paz advised that due to diffi- 
cultios with academic arrangements, he was unable to undertake this 
study. 

During February 1950, the frequent reports of unexplained aerial 
phenomena in the vicinity of Holloman Air Force Lase and Vaughn, New 


Mexico prompted the Commanding Officer of Holloman Air Force Base to 


initiate a program to gather factual data. 
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These data then would be used to demonstrate the need for initiating 


a study of the phenomena, On 21 February 1950, an observation outlook 
post was set up at Holloman Air Force Base manned by two personnel, 
Observations with theodolight, telescope and camera were undertaken 
between the hours of sunrise and sunset, 

On 5 March 1950 a conference was held at Uright-Patterson Air 
Force Base which included Holloman Air Force Base and GRD personnel. 


Action was taken to initiate a three point program which was confirmed 


by AMG in the form of a jetter-dg¥ective on 16 March 1950, subject 
"Light Phenomena®. . , 
a, Askania instrument triangulation by Land-Air Ine, 
b. Observations with Mitchell camera using spectrum 
grating by Holloman Air Force linge personnel, 
c, lectromaynetic frequency measurements using Signal 
Corps Engineering Laboratory equipment. 
Under contract. to GRD, Land~Air Inc, was required to maintain 
Constant watch at two Askania stations for a six-month period, Since 
an abnormal number of reports had been received from Vaughn, New | 


Mexico, it was decided to install the instrumentation at Vaughn. 
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2, Contractual a pepe ~ 1 April 1950 to 15 5 September _1950.: . 


Some photographic ‘activity occurred on 27 April and 24 ti but ; 


‘simultaneous sightings by both cameras were not made, so that no 
information was gained. On 30 August 1950, during a Bell aircraft 
missile Jeunching, aerial phenomena were observed over Nolloman 

Air Force Base by several individuals; “however, neither Land-Air 
nor Project personnel were notifiod and, therefore, no results were 
acquired. On 31 August 1950, the phenomena were aged observed 7 
after a V-2 launching. ALtbone® Tag fin was paper, "proper 
“triangulation was not grr so that again no information was 
acquired, On 11 September, arrangements were made by Holloman 

AYB for Major Gover, Commander 93rd Fighter Squadron at Kirtland 
AFB, to be on call so thut aerial opjocts might be pursued, This 
. would make possible more intimate visual observation and photography 
-at close range. Major Gover was not authorized to shoot at the 
phenomena. 

. Generally, the results of the six-month contractual pcriod 
may be described ‘as negative, Although the photographic theodolites 
functioned continuously, the grating cameras functioned very little, 
since the military personnel assigned to operate them had been with- 


drawn duo to the needs concerned with the Korean situation, The . 
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facilities for the electromagnetic frequency measurements that were 
to be provided by the Signal Corps Engineering Laboratories were not 
utilized due to the fact that the frequency of occurrence of these 


phenomena did not justify the $50,000 a year transfer of funds to the 


Signal Corps which. would be required to carry out such a monitoring 


facility,’ However, the phenomena activity over Holloman AFB 150 miles 
south of Vaughn, N. Mexico during the latter part of August 1950 was 
considered sufficiently significant so that the contract with Land=Air 


(Askania cameras only) was extended for six montha.ending 31 March'1951. 


3. Contractual Period - 1 October 1950 to 31 March 1951 
ye 


Because of of the, eibtinution of phenomena activity in the vicinity 
of Vaughn an ho resumption of activity near HAFB, the Askania cameras 


again wore overhauled and installed at HAFB. This installation was 


‘ completed about 5 November 1950. On 16 October 1950, arrangements 


‘were made by Lt, Albert of HAFL that Northrup Aircrat't pilots ongagod 


in frequent flying of B-45 and Q’'-80 aircraft in the Holloman vicinity 

would report all observations of aerial phenomena, . 
During this poriod, occasional reports vere received of individuals 

seeing strange aerial phenomena, but these reports were sketchy, in- 

conclusive, and were considcred to be of no scientific value. No 

sightings wore made by the Askania cameras, Nothing whatsoever was 

reported by the ihicthrap pilots. Popular interest seemed abated, 

at least in-the southwest. On 31 March 1951, due to the eesivatten: 

of the contract, Land-Air ceased constant vigilance at the two Askania sta- 


tions. In summary, the results during this period were negative, 
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In view of the unproductive vnennw et the contract with Land-Air, 
it was decided to make further inquiry concerning recent aerial object 
developments in Now Mexico. On 9 August 1951, the situation was discussed 
with Lt. Col. Cox of the 17th OSI District (Kirtland AFB), Until 15 March 
1950 the District had been diligent in forwarding copies of their reports 
on sania: object phenomena, Since then, no reports have been received 
by ‘the Geophysics Research vivision, Colonel Vox advised that reports 
of strange aerial phenomena were still naneayee by the 17th OSI’ office, 
at the rate of once or twice a month but little attention was being given 
to this matter. Most of the Reports gpeginaie from personnel at los 
Alamos. The OSI filos were rove. (A summary covering recent reports 
is attached.) It was leant y a representatives from LIFE and also 
from ARGOSY were interested in publishing articles on acrial object 


phenomena, 


On 27 August 1951, developments concerning serial phenomena were . 


discussed at Holloman AFB, Lt. John Albert previously associated with 


the project had now been transferred from Holloman. Thorcfore, the 
project was discussed with Major Mdward A. Uoty who had assumed Zeepon 
see ade Major Doty, who seemed to be thoroughly acquainted with the 


situation, advised that there have been very few reports of 
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aerial phenomena in the vicinity of Holloman since Septaiber 1950. 
The populace around HAFB seem to have lost their sensitivity as ob- 
sorvers, lven during the meteor shower of 11-12 August 1951, no 
alarming reports were vesetved, However, on 1/, March 1951, nine 
Bell personnel reported sighting between fourteen and twenty bodies 
‘not unlike a flock of geese’. On 9 July a "red glowing ball" was 
sighted by a sergeant stationed at the Corona rxperimental Radar 
Site at Corona, New Mexico. (Copies of voth-reports are attached), 
More recently, a pilot reported some. aerial objects which, after 
investigation, were identified as planets, 

Mr. 3. Guildenberg, who is an assistant to Major voty and an 
active’ amateur astronomer, comucnted ‘het he has been spending sev- 
eral hours at his telescope alnost, Miry night for the past tow 
years and never once observed an unexplainable object; that on 
one occasion, an excited acquaintance was pacified when a "strange 
object" showed un as an cajrle in the telescope; that Clyde Tombauch, 
discoverer of the planet Pluto and now engugcd in activities at 
White Sands, never observed an unexplainable serial object despite , 
his continuous and extensive observations of Lhe sky; that Fred 
Whipple in his work photographing moteors ut Lin Cruces, never de~ 
tected a strange aerial pbjoot with his Schmidt Gakarany and that 
the A and M College at Las Cruces engages in astronomical observa- . 


tions: but had never observed strange aerial phenomena, 
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, It was learned from Major Doty, that Col. Baynes, C. 0. at 


HAFB, no longer felt there was any justification for the allocation 

of funds for maintaining systematic davestapetion, Rather, he provided 
that the project be maintained on a standby basis and without official 
Air Yorce status. ‘his entails assignment of an officer (Major boty) 
to collect dusoniax reports, make poriodic review of the files "for 
patterns or persistent characteristics in the reports”, maintain 
liaison with OSI, Provost Narshall's Office and arfy~other dL itcadon 
whose activities may serve to provide information eohonenine future 
aerial phenomena developments, lLand-Air has agreed to report and 

if possible photograph any ubnormal sightings made during their scheduled 
periods of. operation (about eight hours ees) ‘the weather station 
will function similarly. Also, all pilots have been briefed to reyort 
any unusual. observations, if eee: the project can be activated 
very quickly, evon to the extent where funds will be made available, 
for tho purchase of equipment. 

Major Doty also arranged ‘a conference with ltr. Warren Kott, who , 
is in charge of Land-Air operations. Mr. Kott pointed out that a hoi 
report covering the year's vigilance period had not been issued since 
the contract contained no such provision. Actually, a time correlation 
study should be made covering the film and verbal recordings at. both 
Astin stations. This would assure that these records did not contain - 
significant material. However, such a study is quite Lstetau, and 
would require about thirty man days to complete. Again, no provisions 


‘are contained in the contract for this study, but Mr. Kott felt that 
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this could be done by Land-Air at the additional expense in the near 
future when the work load diminished. Mr. Kott requested formal 


"authorization to do this and Major Uoty agreed to issue this letter 


of authorization. It was arranged further that at such time when 
the study is completed all photographic and tape recordings would 
be sent to the Geophysics Research vivision. Prior to departing 
NAFB, the project files were reviewed, Major Doty advised that 
access to the files had not been requested by any periodicals, 
On 28 August 1951, the subject was discussed juformally with 
Dr. Lincoln La Paz, who expressed disbelief in all acrier phenomena 
excopt for the green fire-balls, ‘lhe red fire-ball occasionally re- 
ported he believed was the visual ufter-effect of tho green, Their 
recent origin (1947) and peculiar trajectories did not permit, accord- 
ing to Dr, La Paz, them to be clussed as natural phenomena, ‘the . 
most recent that has come to his attention occurred over Letroit 
on 7 July 1951, It crossed the city from Northwest to Southeast | 
with a sharply descending trajectory which leveled out and was 
observed by many residents ot’ the city. Dr. La Paz expressed the 
opinion that ‘the fireballs may be of our ow military ane but 
if not, they are a matter or serious convern, 
5. Conclusions 

Undoubtedly, @ good many ot the observations reported are attri- 
butable to ordinary man-made objects such as airplanes, balloons, smoke 
rockets, ete, It appears that balloon observations especially are re- 


sponsible for a large number or the reports. The possibility of small 


DOWNGRADED AT 8 YEAR INTERVAL 
DECLASSIFIED AFTER 12 z YEARS 


Pin a 


SE aM aataed aS yo Es + TARY EATEN 


Doc. 1-7k Project Twinkle Final Report, Nov 27, 
1951 A) 


F; 
‘« GNCLASSIFIED 


emissive clouds issuing trom atomic installations also has been proposed. 
Many ot the sightings are attriputable to natural phenomena such as 
flight or neers rors moteors, and possibly cloudiness. Dr. Fred L. 
Whipple of Harvard, in a memorandum to this laboratory datcd 9 Aupust 1950 
relative to this problem, indicated that he had observed a tendency for 
the occurrence of small detached clouds in New Mexico which might have 
been mistaken for an acrial object when illuminated by the reflected 
light of the moon, Dr, Whipple investigated the possibility of a cor- 
relation between the frequency of aerial phenonené dbsetvations ‘and 
weather conditions -- specifically cloudiness, A re analysis of 
available weather data, indicated that on the 53 nights (between 
5 Deconber 1948 and 5 March 1951) when observations were roported, 10 
wore clear, 2/4 partially cloudy, 5 completcly overcast and 14 had no 
record, The number of cloudy nights involved scems unusually high for 
New Mexico, Tho woather reports were for the Las Cruces Area only where- 
as many of the observations were a considerable distance from Las Crucos, 
Further investigation is therefore necessary to determine correlations 
with cloudiness. , iz . 
br, Whipple also conducted a study os to whother the ago of the 
moon was related to the frequency of aeriat phenomena observations.’ The 
rosults did not indicate that the phenomena were observed largely at 
full moon. The statistics show that of the 72 observations reported, 45 
occurred when the moon was up and 27 waen it was down with many of the 
observations occurring at tho time of the moon's first quarter. Fron 
tho statistical study, Dr, hipple suggests that the existence of moon- 
light is correlated with the phenorena, br. Whipple's frequency diagram 
of observations vs. age of moon is included inthis report. Ay aoe 
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It should be noted that Dr. Whipple made a careful study of 
meteor photographs taken in New Mexico on 35 nights when Sbaciyatiene 


were reported. None of the photographs revealed the presence of un- 


usual sky phenomena, 

Finally, tho vera picture obtained from the year of wigTtanoS 
and inquiry does not permit a conclusive opinion concerning the aerial 
phenomena of interest. The comparatively high incidence of the pheno- 
mena since 1948 does not necessorily indicate that the objects eae 
man-made, It is conceivable that the earth may~ be pamaaah ee a 
region in spaco of high meteoric population, Also, the sun-spot 
‘maxima in 1948 porhaps in some way may be a contributing factor, 

6. Recommendations 


Since the findings to date cannot bo considered conclusive, it 


appears that tho following recommendations would be vertinents 
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(1) No further fiscal expenditure be made in pursuing the problem. 
This opinion is prompted partly by the fruitless expenditure during 
the past year, the uncertainty of existence of unexplainable aan” 

; siieete; ant by the inactive position currently taken by Holloman 
AFB as indicated by the stand-by status” of the project, The 
arrangements by HAFB for continued vigilance by Land-Air, the 
weather station as well as the briefing of pilots on the problem | 


in part relieves tho need for a systematic instrumegtation_program, 


vis. 


(2) Within the next few months, Dr. Whipnle will have soupietea 
the installation of two 18-inch Schnidt camcraus for metoor studies, © 
The cameras will bo stationed about 20 miles apart in the vicinity 
of Las Cruces, New Mexico, Since these studies will be sponsored 

by the GRD, arrangements can be made for examining the film for 


_ evidence of acrial object phenomena, 


LOUIS ELTERMAN 

Project Scientist 

Atmospheric Physics Laboratory 
Geophysics Research Division 
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~ Summary of Recent Aerial Phenomona Reports from 17th OSI District 


11 Nov. 1950 


43 Jan. 1951 


16 Feb. 1951 


19 Feb. 1951 


6 Mar. 1951 
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Reports of a large-sized balloon. It was determined 
that this was released by General Mills. The balloon 


subsequently was recovered. 


Report from ten Los Alamos employees, Tear shaped 
object with small tail; very bright appearance; 


descended slowly; sky Listed up.for “about a SCC; 
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Aerinl object reported in the vicinity of Holloman AFB, 


This turned out to be a General i lls balloon funetioning 


for Project 'Skyhook~, 


A C-54 pilot reported a green flare or rocket observed 
in the vicinity of Rodeo, IM. Its motion was vertical 
and passed the plane at 9000 ft. Investigators believed 


this to be a meteor. 


Report from four Los Alanos personne! of very bright 

object crossing sky. Also observed by two Kirtland AFB 
pilots who renortcd this as a meteor; time - 14330; reported 
by br. La Paz to be a detomuting rire-ball. No fragments 


recovered, 
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12 Mar. 1951 - Report from Albuquerque, N.M. by two individuals» 


of ball-shaped object, shining-white appearance. 


The object descended rapidly to the horizon. 


1 April 1951 - Report from a Los Alamos employee. Oblong shaped 


7 June 1951 - 


8 June 1951 - 


object moving slowly both in horizontal and vertical 


directions, bright appearance, 


Report from a Los Alamos employee. Pointed cylinder 
~ neo wee . 

in vertical position. Cloth-like construction. 

Fell in canyon at 11:10 A.l. Search party was ‘urable 


to find the object or any remains, 


Report from a Los Manos employee, Large reddish dot, 
dull appearance which turned bright preen. Ubserved 


for three seconds. 
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A 4 (UUCLASSIFIED) Project TWINKLE uN 
Directorate of Intelligence 
Attention: Colonel John G. Ericksen, Chief 19 Feb 1952 
“ Technical Capabilities Branch 1 | 
Research Division, Directorate of Research and Lt Col Clayton/djh/5:.,/ 
Development, Office, DCS/Development AFDRD-RE f | 


1, Attached is a copy of a letter from the Air Research and Development ; 
Command requesting dealassification of Project TWINKLE, a project which was — 
carried out by AMC and ARDC for investiyation of unusual light phonomena in — 
the general area of Holloman Air Force Base and Vauzhn, New Mexico. C e | 

2. The Sefentifie Advisory Board Secretariat has succested that: this | 
project not be declassified for a variety of resgons,; chief among which is 
that no solentific explanation for any of the "fireballs" and other phenomena 
was revealed by the report and that somo reputable scientists still. believe 
that the observed phenomena are man-made, , 


3. In view of the great interest of the DMiroatorate of Intelligence 
dn such phenomena and th» related manifestations, evaluation of the final 
& report of Project TWINKLE with a view to its declassifioation is requested, 


2 Inols ALBERT E, LOMBARD, JR. 
1. oy ltr fr ARDC Chief, Research Division 
to Hq 14 Jan 52 Directorate of Resoarch and Development 
2. oy of Proj TWINKLE Office, Neputy Chief of Staff, Development 
Final Report 


JOHN H, CLAYTON 
Lt Colonel, USAF 


DOWNGRADED AT Bi. (eds VE 
DIECLASSII! Sie elie J2 YIARS, 
CeAMEINONTI DOD DIR 6200.10 - 
SAFIDENTIAL 


UNCLASSIFIED 
SECURITY. INFORMATION 
ry ; - , ; 1 i 


ff. Ae fee es ‘ 5 


4 4 
Doc. 1-8a Smith Memorandum, Nov 21, 1950 | 2 


TOPSSEoTeT Can elgewTVal 
DEPARTIMENT OF TRANSPORT 


INTRA-OCPARTMENTAL CORRESPONOENCE. 


sumIccT 


Goo-fagnotics 


NS 2 


fanier® 


pe rede ; a 2 we 
ICANT RI TO TE CONTRO? ZIER Or TELEOORUNTCATE Ox 


For ths past several years wo have teen eo 
f various uszecta cf radio wevo propagation. The v2 


seged in the study 
ties oF this 


oO 


phenomenon huve led ua into tho fields of aurora, ec ‘radietion, 
atnospharic radio-activity aud geo-magnetisn. In the cee of geo-naguetiics 
ae ee 


agtisations havs contributed little to our imovledsge of radio were 
Spaunaation: es yet, but nevertheless havo indicated several avenues of : 
investigation which may well be explored with profit. Fer exenple, we are 
on the track of a means wheredy the potential energy of the earth's magnotic 
field may La ebstracted and used. ‘ 
Oa the besis of theoretical considsretions 2 small and very 
crads experimeatsl] unit was constructed approxizately a your ago and tested 
ja cur Standards Laboratozy. The tests were easentiolly succegsril in that 
dekents energy Wes atstracted from the earth's fisla to oporete a volt- 
: wouely Jo aillivetts. alé DoUE ehrs nie : Deine 


venatcusveseising ay Bereltho1ess GewUne ws auc wen 


° cao in 2 qualitative manner and Beeraees useful data for the Aesign 
cf a batter unit. ‘ ° 


Ting: dani ns hee’ now been completed for a unit which should de 
sikf-sustaining and in addition provide e. smell surplus of power. Such a 
wit, dn.addition to functioning ag a tpitiot ror mod ha arse 
enough to permit tie study of the verious reaction foress which are oxpected 
to develop. : . 


Proplant? os 


Re” id Wo beileve that we are on the track of something which may woll 
prove-to be the introduction to a new technology. The existence of a different 
technology is borne out by the investigations which are being carried on at 

‘the present time in relation to flying ssucors. 


Bee 


; ‘mnie in Washington attending the NARB Costerense, two beoks 
vere: released, one titlod "Behind the Flying Saucor” by Frenk Scully, end 

the ‘oster “Tne Flying Seucers ure Reol" by Doreld Keyhoews Both books dealt 
nestly with the sightings of unidentified objects and beth books claim that 
flying objects were of extra- “Sorrestrisl origin aid wight well be space ships 
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by 
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* staft in Warhington wuo wore ablo to obtain for m2 the followiag 
information: - . 


a. 


b. 


Co 


a. 


° I 


slong guite a avnver 
gush 4g pental prenomeza and I gather tha 
they indicetod thet if Canadu is doing anysaing at sll ia goo-magnetica tt 
would walcome a discussioa wish euitably accrodited Canadtanse 


even the first probdleng in geo-nagnytic enorgy releas9, I reer vine vn: 

corcelation boticon our busic theory and tho aveilable information oa 

esugirs checks too closely to bo more coincidence. It 19 my honast oni 

thet waere on ths right track and are fairly close to at least some of 
? . 
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Cenndian Fabagsy in Washingvon, was extrcnely anzious for-ne to get int 
with Doctor Solandt, Cxoairnan of the Dofcnce Research Board, to discuss 
hin future investigations along the line of geo-magnetio onargy release 


chy gesemagnetic invostiosticns uro in ers Tas 


obacrved Icaturss oxznlalocd qualitatively and quuatltstivelys 


wes furthor.informed that ths Unites Statos authorities’ere invoy.tgat 
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Seully claimed that the prelintuery ctudtes of 
caucos Which foll into the hands of tho Unitsa States Covetonert 
prewred to ne that cur own work da ge nagauties 
seutnoLogy anl the technoloay 
whioh tho cancers cry dassiemsd end ongrntod. Ir it ts asawagd thas 
a wight direction, tua theerzy 


operation of the caucery becomes quits straightfonmrd, wilh all 


I nado discret enquiries through the Canedlan Enbaasy 


matter is tho most highly classitiod subject in tho Uaitod 
s403 Covernient, ratlug highor oven than the B-demde 


Flyiog saucers CxLGre 


Ysoly modus oparaadi is unknown but concentrated effort i3 coins 
made by a cmoll Group hneadea by Doctor Vanrevar Bushes 


Tho entire matter 13 considered ty tho United States authorities 
to vo of trenendoun significance. r Bg SNP 
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I do not fool that wa have as yet sueficlent data to plaso before Uetsacs 
Pysearen Board which sanula enublo a pro3rem to ‘oo initiated withis shat 
raanization, but I do fool that further research ig nesessary eoi 1 would 
sefer %O G96 it done within tho frunu work of our of organizuttion with, 
ef cousse, full co-operation and oxchange of information with other 


I dincussad this matter fully with Doctor Solenit, Chaisnan of 
on Hovember 20th aad pluced berore him aa ™ 1 
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PROTECT MAGKED REPORT 


During tho past five yoars thore has toon accuzulating 
in the files of tho Unitod Statoa Air Forco, Royal Canadian Air 
Forco, Dopartnont of Transport, and various othor agoncios, on 
dnproscivo number of roports on Bichtings of unidentiriod flying 
objects popularly Imown as "Plying Soucors*, Those filos contain 
Teports by creditablo pooplo on things which they have sah in 
the chy, tracked ty Tadaz, or photographod, They aro roports 
made in good faith by normal, honost people, and Ginie ie little 
if any reacon to doubt thoir voracity, ‘kany sightings undoudtodly 
ero dua to wiusual viows of common objects or phenozonas, and 
are quito normal, but thoro aro many sightings which ornnot to 
Oxplained co onaily, 

Project “agnot was authorized in Docoabor, 1950, bz 
Commander C, P, Edwards, then Doputy Minister of Sransport for 
Aly Servicos, for tho purpoca of noxing as detailed a study of 
the saucer phonomsneo as could be made within the franowork of 
oxisting ‘eotablishants, “ro Broadcast and Measuromonts 
Soction of the Tolocommunications Division wero Given tha 
directive to go ahoad with this work with whatever agsistance 


could be obtained inforzally fron outside sourcas such as 


Dofence Recoarch Loard and National Ro search Council, 
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It 19 porfoctly natural in the hunon thinking Satine 
to try and fit obsorvations into an established pattern, It ‘a 
only whon observations stubbornly refuse to be co fittod that we 
become disturbed, When this happens wo may, and usually do, 
take ono of throe courses, First, wo may deny completely the 
validity of the obcorvations; or escond, we may paas the whole 
subject off as something of no consequence; or third, wa may 
accent the discrepancies as real ond go to work on them, In 
the matter of Saucor Sightings all threo of those reactions 
have boon strixingly apparent, Tne first two approaches are 
obviously negative and from which a definite conclusion can 
nover be reached, It 1s ths third approach, cocoptance of 
tho data and cubsequent research that is dealt with in this 
" report, 

Tho basic data with which wa hava to work consist 
largely of sightings roported as they are observed throuzhous 
Canada in o purely random manner, Many of the reports are fron 
the extensive Zfiold organization of tho Department of Transzors 
whose Job it is to watch the sky and whose observers are trained 
in prooinely this sort of pisecvation, Also, there are in 
operation a nunbder of instrumental arrangenente such as tha 
Lonoapherdo ohesrvatories froin whioh usarul data have Lean 
obtained, Rowever, wo must not oxpect too much from these 
field stations because of tks very sporadio nature of the sight- 


ings, ds tha analysis progresses ond we kmow more about what 


, prospocta of obtaining any in tho immediate future are may vory 


" are intended to got the moxinun useful information from the 
‘obsarver and prasont it in a manner in which it oan be used to 


SAvanSaRe This form has boen used so far as possible in 
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= 3% 


to look for wo nay be avle to obdtoin and make ruoh bottor use 


of fiold data. Up to the progent wo havo beon prevented fron 
using convontional laboratory mothodg owing to the conplete lack 


of any sort of spocizens with which to experiment, and our 


good, Coneequonty, o largo part of the onalysig in ive 
early stages will have to be based on deductive Yeacouing, at 
least until wo are able to work out a procedure more in line 
with convontional exporimontal mothoda, 

he starting point of the davostigation 4s ossentially 
the interview with an observar, A quactionnatre fora and an 
instructional guide for the intorrogater were worked out by 
the Project Sacond Storay Comaittee, which is a Conmitteo 
sponsored by tho Defence Roscarch Eoard to collect, catalogus 
and correlate data on sightings of wmidentified flying obdjocta, 


This quostionnaire and guide are included as Appendix I, and 


connection with the sightings faites by the Department of 
Transport, 

A waighting factor 1 assigned to each sighting 
according to a syotom intonded to minimize tho porgonal equation, 
This weighting aystem 16 dosoribed in Appendix II, The weighting 
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factor may bo considered as the probavility that the report 
contnaing the truth, tho whole truth and nothing but tho truth, 
co far ae the obsorver and intorrogator are awaro, It hag 
nothing to do with tho naturo of the object alaimed to be soon, 
Tt 19 in a eonco analagous to tho order of procision with which 
& measurement may bo mado, end for the purposo of this analyois 
this ic procisoly the manner in which it is uced, 

Sightinga may be grouped according to cortain salient 
- features, and tks combined woight of all portinent obsorvations 
with respect to these foaturos may be doterminod by applying 
Poter's formula, which is a standard mathsmatioal toohnique for 


dotermining probable orror, 


3453 
roa : V, Vi + Ve boo v 
eer n-. %2 Se . oo %) 


whore ¥Q is the probablo error of the nean, n ig the nunbder of 
observations and v ia the probable orror of each observation, 
that is, unity minus the woighting factor. This method has tho : 
advantage of being simple and eacy to uso and enables a nuabor 
of mediocre obsorvations to be combined effeativaly into tho 
equivalent of ono good ono, . 

The next step is to sort out the obsarvations according 
to some pattern, The particular pattern is not so important as 
the fact that it should take account of all contingenoles 
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howover Luprobable they may Appoar at Zirst sight. In othr 


words, thore must ba a compartmont somewhere in the achkena of 
things into which oach sighting may be placed, confortably, end 
with nothing loft ovor. Furthesnoro, it must be possible to 
arrive at oach appropriato Conpartmen’ by a saquence of logical 
roaroning taking account of all tho facts presentod, If this 
ean bo dons, then tho probability for tho roal oxistance of the 
contents of any compartncnt will be the single or oconbinod 
weighting factor portinent to that single or group of sightings, 
Tho charts shown in Appondix III were evolvod as a moana for 
sorting out the various sightings and provide tho’ pattern which 
was used in tho onalycis of thoss sightinge reported to and 
analysed by the Department of Transport, 

Most sightings fit roadily into one of tho olassificu 
tions shown, which are of two general types; those about which 
wo know something and tkoso about which we know very littl, 
When the sightings con te classified ag something we know about, 
we need not conccra ourselvps too mch with them, but when thy 
fit into classifications whioh wo don't understand wo are "pack 
to our original position of whether to deny tho evidonce, dt cate 
4t as of no conssquonse, or to accept it and go to work on it, 
Tho process of sorting out observations acoording to those ohart 


ond fitting them into compartments can hardly. dy conaidored an 
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ond in itcolf, “Rathor, it 40 a convonience to clarify thinking 
and direct activity along profitable channels. It shows at 

once which aspects aro of significance and which may bo bypassed, 
Moroly placing a sighting undor a certain aati doog not 
oxplain it; it only indicnatos whore we may atart looking for an 
oxplanation, 

Appondix IV coatsins sumaaries of the 1952 sightings 
os investigated by ths Dopartnont of Transport, Considerably 
moro data exists in the filos of other agencies, and more is 
being collected as tke investigations proceod, While it 1s nos 
intondod to make any reforence to an analysis ‘of the rocords of 
other agoncios, it may bo eaid that the Department of Trancport 
stittters aro quito reprecsantative of tha sightings reported 
throughout the world, Tho following ia a tabdle of the breakdown 
of the 25 proper sightings roported during 1952, 

WACURS OF SIGHTIOG EUMBER ~WelGm 
Probably meteor 4 914 


SOOM de eee seoeerrceertererereerees seeereeeee 


Probably aircraft 65% 


CROC R eee Pee sebereeeeteeene renee eseereeres 


Probably balloons | 1 Ths 


POMP e Pema edeoreerererereree eoereretes 


Probenly marr WE sc cecsaees Lesesesee tA 
Zright spock ot night, not star or planet Dds tavacsot 
Bright speck daylight, not star or planet Leese O58 
Uastnots FOG assssessecsececeseecese Mesececcss 8% 
PERI soc ascnundeitiiadiid itis Wid cane ah 
Ciroular or elityttoal body, shiny day. 5 86% 
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NAQURE OF SICioIN TUV@ER WaIGED 
Circular or elliptical body luainous Might. .e5ececeeee 2090% 
Unidontifiod lights of various HANGS. eee eceeeZaeeccccceel 16 
TOTAL NUMIER OF PROPER SIGHTINGS eo eeec sees see 5ecveeee 0056S 
With reforonce to the above table, of the four cases 
identiziod as probably notoors, thoir woight works ous at 914, 
which is the probability that tho odsarvors actually did coo 
Roteors which appeared as thay doccribed thea. Considering tho 
oireular or elliptical dodios together, their weight works out 
at 91% for the ten sightings, from which we may conclude that 


mAY 


SOMETHING answering this description was actually observed, 


Similarly wa nay considor each of the othor groups of sightings, 
taking account of the probability that the obdsorvations are Teliadle, 
It 40 not intended to. describe here in eetail the 

intricate and tedious processes by which the sightings are 
Ovaluated, boyond the fact that the pattern set forth in tho 
charts in Appondix TII is followed, Tho cardinal rule is that 
a sighting must fit conplotely under one or more of ths chart 
headings, with nothing left over and without postulating any 
additions, Geletions, or changes in the facts as reported, 
Should there be no suitable hoading, then obviously the charts 
must be oxpandod to provide one, in fnot thia was the evolution 
of theso oharto, Whore a sighting nay be fitted under moro than 
one heading an arbitrary division of the probability of finding 
it under cach applicable heading is assigned, The sun of sach 
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probability Ziguros must of courso te unity, and tio probavility 
Zor tho real oxiatanco under any particular heading 46 tho produc’ 
of this ‘propabilié sy Liguro and Teliability or woighting factor 
for the sighting concerned, 

Is is apparent that the judgement of the people doing © 
tho avalnating ts dound to onter the picture and may produce 
substantial nucerical difforonces with reference to sighntings 
listod undor certain headings. Howavor, sinco many hondings are 
automatically eliminated by the nature of the facts available, 
the discrepancies aro confined to the probability figures for 
ths distribution undor ths romaining headings which aro 
conaidored olicgible, end wo ond up with definite classifications 
Zor tho sightings with SO:%! probability figure for the reality 
of each group, This has tno effect of forcing those who ara 
doing sho evaluating to face the reported facts squarely, pay 
noticulous attention to then, and place each sighting honostly 
under the only hoadings whore it will fit, 

Tn working through the analysis of the vroper sightings 
Listed, wo find that the majority of thom appear to ba of soze 
natorial body. Of thece, sevon are classod as probably norzal 
objects, and eloyon are classed as strange objects. Of the 
monsinders four havo a substantial probability of being caterial, 
strango, object 8, with threo having a gubstantinl probability 
of doing dunaterka, Olectrical, phsnomenae, Of the eleven 
strange ‘ebjecto the probability definitely favours the alien 


demands of the vekiolog exceed what we consider to be the reason 
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vohicle cloes, with the secros missilo included with @ nuch 
lower probability, 

The rext step is to follow this line of roaconing as 
far as possible so aa to doduce vhat wo oon from tha obcorvod 
data, Vehicles or aicsilog can be of only two general kinds, 
torrestrial and oxtro-torrestrial, and in eithor caco tho 
analysis onquiros into the source and technology, If the 
vehiclos originate outside tho tron curtain we BAY assize that 
the mattor is in good bands, but if they originate inside tho 
iron curtain it could be a matter of grave concern to us, 

In the rattor of technology, the points of intorest 
are; = tho onergy source; noans of support, propulsion and 
manipulation; structure; and bdlology. So for ag enorgy is 
concerned we know about nochanical energy ond chemical onorgy, 
enda little about enorgy of fission, amd we con approotate tho 
possibility of direct conversion of mada to energy, Soyond thi 
wa havo no imowlodge, end unless we are prepared to postulato a 


conplotely unknown sourco of energy of which wo do not know even 


the rudinente, we mist conclude that the vehicles uso one of the 
four listed energy sources, Unlocs sorething we do not undosstend 
can be done with Gravitation, mechanical energy has little usa 
beyond driving model atrcraft, We use chemical energy to gaite 


on extent, but we roalizo its linitations, so if the enorgy 
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ablo capabilities of ckenical fuole, wo aro forcod to tho 
conclusion that such vehiolos oust get their energy froa either 
fission or massa convorcion, 

With reference to the moans for Support, propulsion 

and manipulation, unless wa are prepared to postulate sorething 
olse quite boyond our imowlodcge, thoro are only tho two groups 
of possibilities, namely tho kmowa moana and ths speculativo 
moons, Of tke lmowa means there ig only physical support through 
tho uso of buoyonoy or airfoils, the reaction of rockets and 
dots, and contrifugal Zorco, ‘which 1s what holds the noon jn 
position, Of tke spaoulative meang wo know only of ths possibility 
of gravity wavos, field intoraction and radiation pressure, 
If the observed behaviour of the vehicles is gach aa to be 
boyond the limitations which wo know apply to the mown =oang 
of support, then we aro forcod to the conclusion that ono of 
the speculative means mat have baen Gevolopod to do the job. 

, From a study of tho sighting reports (Appondix IV), 
4% can be deduced that the vehicles have tho following significant 
characteristics, Taney are a hundred foot or more in dlanoter; 
they can travel at ospeods of several thousand niles per hour; 
they can reach altitudes wall above thoas which would support 
Conventional alroraft or balloons; ond ample powor ond force 
scom to bo available for all required nanoceuvros, Toking thoso 


factors into account, it 49 difficult to reotnoile this porforzance 
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with tho capabilitios of sur tecknolocy, and wnloss tho 
technolocy of soxo torrostrial nation ia Buch more rdynnood 
than ig eenorally ymowa, wo aro forced to tbo concluston that 
the vohiclog ave Probabl; oxtra-terre strial, in spite of our 
Projudicos to the contrary, 

Tt bao boon cuprostod that tho oichtinzs right bo 
duo to somo sort of optical pkonoronon vhich Gives tho appoarance 
of the objects roported, and thie aspect wag thoroughly 
investigated, Charts aro shown in Appondix III showing tha 
various optical conaidorc; lone, Tatioing ag thig thoory is, 
there ore sone sorious od,inctions to ites octual application, in 
tho forn of sons rather dufinite and quite incutadle optical 
laws, Theso asthe e€eoactrical lave doaling with optios gonorally 
and which wo havo novor yot found causo to doubt, plue tke wido 
discropancies in tha order of maqnotude of tho light voluse which 
must bo involved in any sightings eo for studied, Farthorzore, 
introducing an optical syston night explain on inazo in terng of 
an object, but tho object i411 requires explaining, A particular 
effort was mado to find on optioal oxplanation for the slebtings 
listed in thie report, but in no cage could one be worked out, 
It WAS not possidle to find so much as o partial optical 
explanation for evon one aighting, Consoquently, it wos folt 
that optical theories Gonorully should not be taken too orlously 
until such tino aa at least ono sighting can be satisfactorily 
explained in gush a nannar, 


: «le 


" It oproars then, that wa oro facod vith o substantial 
probability of tho roal axistance of oxtra-tovruatyial vehiclo a, 
rogardloes of whathar or nos thoy 21% nto our aohaxo of things, 
Such vohioles of nocossltiy cust uso a toohnolocy conaicorably in 
advance of what we havo, It is thorofore sutaittod that the 

Roxt ctop du this inveatication should be o substantial effort 
towards tho acquisition of os much as possible of this tocanology, 


which would without doubt be of groat value to us. 


WE, Seb | 


We. 3B. Saith, 
Engineor-in-Charge, 
Projoot Magnat, 


CHAPTER TWO 


UFOs and Nati 


As we have seen from Chapter One of this 
book, the United States Government ap- 
parently had considered the subject of 
UFOs a matter of national security, at the 
same time telling the American public that 
there was no need for alarm because UFOs 
just did not exist. 

In addition, the very first conclusion 
of every government UFO investigation was 
that UFOs did not representa threat to our 
national security. This, in my opinion, is the 
most important conclusion reached by the 
Air Force: It would justify no further inves- 
tigation, as far as the military and intelli- 
gence communities were concerned, into 
the matter of UFOs. 

So, after December 17, 1969, the 
U.S. Government should have been out of 
the UFO business forever; that is, if they 
really and truthfully believed their own 
conclusions. But did they really believe 
them? 

I feel that it is important, before we 
continue, to define some key terms in or- 
der to better understand the meaning of 
the classification system used by the U.S. 
Government. What superior source could 
we use for these definitions than our own 
government? 

The following definitions are taken 
directly from the United States Army, Army 
Regulation (AR) 380-5, entitled “Depart- 
ment of the Army Information Security 
Program”: 


SENSITIVE COMPARTMENTED 
INFORMATION—Information 
and material that requires special 
controls for restricted handling 
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onal Security 


within compartmented intelligence 
systems and for which 
compartmentation is established. 


SPECIAL ACCESS PROGRAM— 
Any program imposing need-to- 
know or access controls beyond 
those normally required for access 
to Confidential, Secret, or Top 
Secret information. Such a pro- 
gram includes, but is not limited to, 
special clearance, adjudication, or 
investigative requirements; special 
designation of officials authorized 
to determine need-to-know; or 
special lists of persons determined 
to have a need-to-know. 


CONFIDENTIAL—Shall be applied 
only to information or material the 
unauthorized disclosure of which 
reasonably could be expected to 
cause damage to the national 
security. 


SECRET—Shall be applied only to 
information or material the unau- 
thorized disclosure of which reason- 
ably could be expected to cause 
serious damage to the national 
security. 


TOP SECRET—Shall be applied 
only to information or material the 
unauthorized disclosure of which 
reasonably could be expected to 
cause exceptionally grave damage 
to the national security. 


The above terms were taken directly from 
official Army sources (AR) 380-5. They are 
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important because they clearly define the 
classification system and show that the high- 
est classification is Top Secret. They also 
show that in some programs known to exist 
you need more than a Top Secret Clearance. 
Keep these terms in mind for this and the 
other chapters of this book. 

Several other terms should be de- 
fined here. However, I could not find the 
official definitions for those terms in any 
unclassified government documents that I 
had access to. Therefore, I trust that the 
reader will accept the following generally 
accepted definitions: 


NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMA- 
TION—Any information or mate- 
rial the unauthorized disclosure of 
which reasonably could be ex- 
pected to cause serious or excep- 
tionably grave damage to the 
security of the United States of 
America. 


NATIONAL INSECURITY—Any 
information or material the unau- 
thorized disclosure of which reason- 
ably could be expected to cause 
serious or exceptionally grave 
damage to the censors who wish to 
keep the truth from the General 
Public. 


Now that we have seen the definitions and 
have a better understanding of what they 
mean, keep these terms in mind as we con- 
tinue with this chapter. 

We have seen that the U.S. Govern- 
ment stopped investigating UFOs in Decem- 
ber 1969. Officially, the U.S. Government 
does not have any interest in UFOs. But is 
this really the case? 

We are going to look at some UFO 
events in which apparently there was some 
government interest. These events took 
place after the closure of Project Blue Book, 
and in these cases the government docu- 
ments dealing with them were initially clas- 
sified, in the interests of national security. 

All of the cases we are about to dis- 
cuss are military cases, involving either the 
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U.S. Military or the military of a foreign 
government. I have chosen these cases be- 
cause I feel they can best illustrate what is 
meant by a matter of national security. To 
be sure, there are many other such ex- 
amples—many still highly classified—in the 
interests of national security, of course. 

During late October and early No- 
vember 1975, various U.S. Air Force bases 
across the northern United States and 
Canada were picking up UFOs both on ra- 
dar and visually. UFO sightings were re- 
ported by such bases as Loring, Wurtsmith, 
Minot, and others. 

At the times of these sightings, the 
official documentation covering them was 
classified from Confidential to at least Se- 
cret. I presently have over 300 pages of docu- 
ments dealing with these sightings from vari- 
ous government agencies released through 
the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). 
Once these sightings became public know 
edge, the U.S. Air Force attempted to dis- 
miss them as helicopters and temperature 
inversions. If they were helicopters, then we 
have a very serious problem in that the Air 
Force was powerless to prevent these “heli- 
copters” from “landing” inside nuclear 
weapons storage areas. 

Furthermore, no arrests were ever 
made. Do you, the reader, really believe that 
our military is that helpless against this type 
of intrusion by helicopters? 

In the U.S. Air Force there exists a 
reluctance among its personnel to use such 
terms as “UFOs” or “flying saucers.” It is 
preferred that the term “unknown” be used, 
as opposed to “UFO.” 

To illustrate my point, let me quote 
from two official documents concerning the 
1975 overflights dealing with the same inci- 
dent. The first quote is from the NORAD 
Command Director’s Log. The second 
quote is from the 24th NORAD Region Se- 
nior Director’s Log. (See doc, 247) 


8 Nov 75/0753Z: 24th NORAD 

region unknown track J330, head- 
ing SSW, 12000 feet. 1 to 7 objects, 
46.46 (degrees) N x 109.23W. Two 
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F-106 scrambled out of Great Falls 
at 0754Z. SAC reported visual 
sighting from Sabotage Alert Teams 
(SAT) K1, K3, L1 and L6 (lights 
and jet sound). Weather section 
states no anomalous propagation 
or northern lights. 0835Z SAC SAT 
Teams K3 and L4 report visual, K3 
reports target at 300 feet altitude 
and L4 reports target at 5 miles. 
Contact lost at 0820Z. F-106’s 
returned to base at 0850Z with 
negative results. 0905Z Great Falls 
radar search and height had inter- 
mittent contact. 0910Z SAC teams 
again had visual (Site C-1, 10 miles 
SE Standford, Montana). 0920Z 
SAC CP reported that when F-106’s 
were in area, targets would turn out 
lights, and when F-106’s left, target 
would turn lights on. F-106’s never 
gained visual or radar contact at 
anytime due to terrain clearance. 
This type of activity has been 
reported in the Malmstrom area for 
several days although previous to 
tonight no unknowns were de- 
clared. The track will be carried as a 
remaining unknown. 


And now, the extract from the 24th 
NORAD Region Senior Director’s Log: 


8 Nov 75 (0635Z)—A security 
camper team at K-4 reported UFO 
with white lights, one red light 50 
_yards behind white. Personnel at K- 
1 seeing same object. 
8 Nov 75 (0645Z)—Height person- 
nel picked up objects 10 - 13,000 
feet, Track J330, EKLB 0648, 18 
knots, 9,500 feet. Objects as many 
as seven, as few as two A/C. 
8 Nov 75 (0745Z)—Conversation 
about the UFOs; Advised to go 
ahead and scramble; but to be sure 
and brief pilots, FAA. Go easy and 
the fighters will not descend below 
12,000 ft. 
8 Nov 75 (0753Z)—J330 unknown 
0753. Stationary/seven knots/ 
12,000. One (varies to seven) 
object. None, no possibility, EXLB 


3746, two F-106, GTF, SCR 0754. 
NCOC notified. 

8 Nov 75 (0820Z)—Lost radar 
contact, fighters broken off at 0825, 
looking in area of J331 (another 
height finder contact). 

8 Nov 75 (0850Z)—Directed Ftrs to 
RTB (return to base). 

8 Nov 75 (0905Z)—From SAC CP; 
L-sites had fighters and objects; 
fighters did not get down to ob- 
jects. 

8 Nov 75 (0953Z)—From SAC CP: 
From four different points; Ob- 
served objects and fighters; when 
fighters arrived in the area, the 
lights went out; when fighters 
departed, the lights came back on; 
to NCOC. 

8 Nov 75 (0953Z)—From SAC CP: 
L-5 reported object increased in 
speed - high velocity, raised in 
altitude and now cannot tell the 
object from stars; to NCOC. 

8 Nov 75 (1105Z)—From SAC CP: 
E-1 reported a bright white light 
(site is approximately 60 nautical 
miles north of Lewistown). NCOC 
notified. 


Here we have two different Air Force 
documents referring to the same incident. 
One document talks of an “UFO” being in- 
volved. The other talks of an “unknown” 
being involved. Could it be that the Air 
Force now wishes to call UFOs unknowns? 

Either way, the U.S. Air Force has yet 
to answer satisfactorily all the mysteries sur- 
rounding these sightings. 


KKK 


It would not be until the mid-nineties that 
the American public would learn that the 
Soviet Union was experiencing similar phe- 
nomena around its nuclear storage areas. 
There was one incident, involving a missile 
silo, in which the missile started to launch 
itself while an UFO hovered overhead. The 
missile crew at the site of this event was pow- 
erless to prevent the missile from launch- 
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ing. However, as the UFO departed the site, 
the missile mysteriously shutdown. 

Had the missile launched, it would 
have been the start of World War III. The 
missile was programmed to strike a major 
city in the United States, and once it was on 
its way to its programmed target the Soviets 
would have had no way to recall it. 

This event generated great concern 
and alarm among the Soviet military lead- 
ers. So much so, that they conducted a large- 
scale investigation of the event. This led to 
the closing of the site; and no answers were 
ever provided by the Soviet Military to ex- 
plain the incident. 

In 1976, the National Military Com- 
mand Center (NMCC) in the Pentagon con- 
tinued to receive UFO reports from its mili- 
tary personnel—whether or not it wanted 
them. UFOs, it seemed, just would not go 
away, no matter how badly the military 
wished them too. 

On January 21, 1976, the following 
report was received by the NMCC: (See doc. 
2-2.) 


Two UFOs are reported near the 
flight line at Cannon AFB, New 
Mexico. Security Police observing 
them reported the UFOs to be 25 
yards in diameter, gold or silver in 
color with blue light on top, hole in 
the middle and red light on bot- 
tom. Air Force is checking with 
radar. Additionally, checking 
weather inversion data. 


The NMCC did not have to wait long 
for the next UFO report from the field. On 
January 31,1976, they received the follow- 
ing report from Eglin Air Force Base, 
Florida: (See doc. 2-3.) 


At 310805 received phoncon from 
AFOC: MG Lane, Armament and 
Development Test Center, Eglin 
AFB, Florida called and reported an 
UFO sighting from 0430 EST to 
0600 EST. Security Policemen 
spotted lights from what they called 
an UFO near an Eglin Radar site. 
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Photographs of the lights were 
taken. The Eglin Office of Informa- 
tion has made a press release on 
the UFO. 


An interesting side note to this case 
is that the Air Force in its news release stated 
that the UFO was nothing more then lights 
from a nearby building. However, the Air 
Force has to this day never released the pho- 
tographs taken by the Security Police. 

The United States Army was also hav- 
ing its share of UFO sightings. On July 30, 
1976, the NMCC received the following re- 
port from Fort Ritchie: (See doc. 2-4.) 


0255 - Two separate patrols from 
Site R reported sighting 3 oblong 
objects with a reddish tint, moving 
east to west. Personnel were located 
at separate locations on top of the 
mountain at Site R. 0300 - Desk 
Sergeant at Site R went to the top 
of the Site R mountain and ob- 
served an UFO over the ammo 
storage area at 100-200 yards alti- 
tude. 0345 - An Army Police Ser- 
geant on the way to work at Site R 
reported sighting an UFO in the 
vicinity of Site R. 


The United States Navy had its prob- 
lems with UFOs, too. On the night of May 
14, 1978, the Navy's Pinecastle Electronic 
Warfare Range had an UFO Incident. In this 
case the UFO was both visually sighted and 
tracked by radar. It was reported as display- 
ing red, green, and white lights. Also, the 
UFO apparently took evasive action when 
there was an attempt to lock radar on the 
object. 
The Public Affairs Officer, in the 
cover letter to the information that was sent 
to me by the Jacksonville Naval Air Station, 
had this to say about the incident: (See doc. 
2-5.) 


I have never been a believer in 
“UFOs,” but I assure you I am 
convinced that a number of people 
witnessed an unexplainable event 
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that night. The speed of the object 
ruled out a helicopter and the 
reported maneuverability ruled out 
any aircraft including VSTOLs that 
we are aware of. 


What was seen by the people at 
Pinecastle that night? We may never know. 

With the Air Force maintaining that 
it no longer has any interest in UFOs, it is 
interesting to note that in July and August 
1980, the Air Force Office of Special Inves- 
tigations (AFOSI) found it necessary to be- 
come involved in events happening around 
Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico. (See 
docs. 2-6 and 2-7.) 

On August 8, 1980, three Security 
Policemen on duty inside the Manzano 
Weapons Storage Area sighted an unidenti- 
fied light in the air that traveled from north 
to south over the Coyote Canyon area of the 
Department of Defense Restricted Test 
Range of Kirtland Air Force Base. The light 
traveled “at great speed,” and would make 
sudden stops. In addition, the three observ- 
ers saw the object land in the Coyote Can- 
yon area. 

On August 9, 1980, a Sandia Secu- 
rity Guard reported observing a round, disk- 
shaped object that had landed near an 
alarmed structure. As the Security Guard 
approached the object on foot, the object, 
he said, “took off in a vertical direction at a 
high rate of speed.” 

On October 24, 1980, a Dr. Paul F. 
Bennewitz reported to the Kirtland Office 
of Special Investigations that he had knowl- 
edge and evidence of a threat against 
Manzano Weapons Storage area. According 
to the OSI report: “The threat was from 
Aerial Phenomena over Manzano.” Dr. 
Bennewitz’s evidence consisted of “photo- 
graphs and over 2600 feet of 8mm motion 
film depicting unidentified aerial objects 
flying over and around Manzano Weapons 
Storage Area and Coyote Canyon Test Area.” 
Bennewitz’s data was analyzed by Jerry 
Miller, Chief, Scientific Advisor for the Air 
Force Test and Evaluation Center. 
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After analyzing Dr. Bennewitz’s data, 
Miller informed the Kirtland OSI Office: 


.. the evidence clearly shows that 
some type of unidentified aerial 
objects were caught on film. How- 
ever, no conclusions could be made 
whether these objects pose a threat 
to Manzano/Coyote Canyon areas. 


On November 10, 1980, Dr. Ben- 
newitz presented a briefing of his data to 
the Air Force brass at Kirtland Air Force 
Base. According to the OSI report, “[the] 
AFOSI would not become involved in the 
investigation of these objects.” 

This same response was given to 
Senator Domenici when his office contacted 
the Kirtland AFOSI Office. Here, again, we 
have unusual objects being reported and 
photographed in restricted areas vital to our 
nation’s defense and the Air Force would 
have us believe they are not interested. 
Should we ignore all this? Can we afford to? 

During the period between Decem- 
ber 27-29, 1980, a chain of unusual events 
occurred at the Royal Air Force Base in 
Woodbridge, England. These events were 
witnessed by U.S. Air Force Security Police 
Personnel, as well as by the Deputy Base 
Commander, LTC. Charles I. Halt. (See 
docs. 2-8 and 2-9.) 

Strange lights were reported being 
seen out side the back gate at RAF 
Woodbridge, early in the morning of De- 
cember 27, 1980. The security police patrol- 
men who were sent to investigate the strange 
lights reported seeing an object. The object 
was described as metallic in appearance and 
triangular in shape, approximately two to 
three meters across the base and approxi- 
mately two meters high. The object itself had 
a pulsating red light on top and banks of 
blue lights underneath. The object was ei- 
ther hovering or on legs. The next day, three 
depressions were found in the area where 
the object had apparently landed. Also, the 
background radiation readings were above 
normal in the landing area with peak read- 
ings in the three depressions. 
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Later on, in the early morning hours 
of December 29, 1980, a red sun-like object 
was seen through the trees near the base. 
The object moved about and pulsed. At one 
time it appeared to throw off glowing par- 
ticles, then broke into five separate white 
objects, and then disappeared. Immediately 
thereafter, three star-like objects were seen 
in the sky—two objects to the north and one 
to the south. The objects to the north ap- 
peared to be elliptical through an 8-12- 
power lens. They then turned to full circles. 
These objects remained in the sky for an 
hour or more. The object to the south was 
visible for two or three hours and beamed 
down a stream of light from time to time. 

The official explanation for these 
sightings was a lighthouse. If the sightings 
were in fact caused by a lighthouse, why were 
they not seen before or since? What kind of 
lighthouse moves around and flies? That 
would have to be some very special light- 
house! 

The thirty or so military personnel 
who witnessed these events have no idea 
what they saw. They do know it was not a 
lighthouse, meteor, or anything else they 
can identify with. To them, the events they 
were involved in and witnessed those nights 
in December 1980 still remain unexplained 
and unsolved. 

The next incident we will discuss is 
taken from a U.S. Defense Intelligence 
Agency (DIA) Report concerning UFOs 
sighted over Brazil. The text of the report 
reads as follows: (See doc. 2-10.) 


1. [censored]... according to 
sources, at least 20 unidentified 
objects were observed by several 
aircrews and on radar the night of 
19 May 86. The objects were first 
seen by a pilot of a Xingu aircraft, 
transporting Ozires Silva, former 
President of Embraer between Sao 
Paulo and Rio de Janeiro. Fighters 
were launched from Santa Cruz AB 
(Air Base) [censored]... at approxi- 
mately 2100 hours (9:00 P.M.). 
Although all three made radar 
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contact, only one of the three pilots 
managed to see what he described 
as red, white and green lights. 
Shortly afterward, radar contact was 
made with similar objects near 
Brasilia and three Mirages (jet 
fighters) were launched from 
Annapolis AB [censored]... . All 
made radar and visual contact at 
20,000 feet. They reported that they 
were escorted by thirteen of these 
disks with red, green, and white 
lights at a distance of one to three 
miles. The objects then rapidly 
disappeared from both ground and 
airborne radars. 

2. [censored]... the Air Minister is 
quoted by the press as saying there 
were three groups of targets on the 
ground radar and that the scopes 
of the airborne radars were satu- 
rated. 

Comment: [censored]... while RO 
does not believe in UFOs or all the 
hoopla that surrounds previous 
reporting, there is too much here 
to be ignored. Three visual 
sightings and positive radar contact 
from three different types of radar 
systems, leads one to believe that 
something arrived over Brazil the 
night of 19 May. 


The subject of this report was en- 
titled, “BAF [Brazilian Air Force] Has a 
Close Encounter of the First Kind.” The re- 
port also carried the following warning: 
“This is an info report, not finally evaluated 
intel [intelligence].” 9 

In addition, the DIA released six 
pages ofa larger document, dealing with the 
sightings of UFOs over Belgium in 1990. It 
is interesting to note that, according to the 
DIA, there is no requirement for that agency 
to collect information on UFOs and, as a 
result, no analysis was done on these 
sightings. However, the DIA still felt it nec- 
essary to consider some of the information 
pertaining to these sightings as classified in 
the interest of national security. 

The cover letter from the DIA states: 
“The information withheld is exempt from 
release pursuant to (Title) 5 U.S.C. (Sec- 
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tion) 552 (b) (1) and (b) (2), Freedom of 
Information Act. Subsection (b) (1) applies 
to information properly classified under the 
criteria provided by Executive Order 
12356.” 

Then, in the next paragraph, the DIA 
states: “This Agency has no requirements for 
the collection of information pertaining to 
the subject of UFOs, therefore this Agency 
does not analyze information relating to that 
subject.” 

I asked the DIA why did they have 
classified information on UFOs if they are 
not required to collect such material and 
analyze it; and since this information is clas- 
sified in the interest of national security, 
should it not be analyzed? 

To date, the DIA has been unable or 
unwilling to answer those questions. 


tok 


I feel that the cases we have discussed in this 
chapter clearly show that some type of un- 
known object or objects is operating in our 
airspace and has the ability to come and go 
as “they” wish. It would also appear that our 
military is powerless to do anything about 
“them.” 

This does represent a potential threat 
to our national security, as well as to our 
ability to defend ourselves should we ever 
find it necessary to do so. 

On December 7, 1941, radar was still 
relatively new to the American Military. 
However, a radar unit was operational on 
the morning o: December 7, 1941, in the 
Hawaiian Islands when they picked up many 
targets heading toward the islands. The duty 
officer (OD) was notified of these targets 
by the radar operators. The OD chose to 
disregard the report, dismissing them for 
the B-17s (bombers) known to be coming 
in from the mainland. Had this officer been 
more alert and properly carried out his du- 
ties, the outcome of the attack on Pearl 
Harbor would have been very different. 

All the information concerning the 
incidents that we have discussed in this chap- 
ter is raw intelligence data. None of the in- 
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telligence assessments of the raw data has 
ever been released via the Freedom of In- 
formation Act (FOIA). The U.S. Govern- 
ment would have us believe that no such 
reports or assessments exist. 

Could it really be that the military 
has forgotten the lesson learned at Pearl 
Harbor? Are the people in our government 
who are in charge of these matters alert, and 
are they correctly carrying out their duties? 
From a military viewpoint, I cannot accept 
that, given the evidence presented in this 
book, they are properly doing their jobs. 


REPLY TO 
ATTN OF: 


sUBJECT: 


TO: 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS AEROSPACE DEFENSE COMMAND 
PETERSON AIR FORCE BASE, COLORADO 80914 


DAD 11 AUG 978 


Freedom of Information Request 


SP5 Clifford E. Stone 
HO Det, Hanau Mil Comm 
APO New York 09165 


1. Your letter of 23 July 1978 has been forwarded to this 
headquarters for a reply. After reviewing your letter and 
considering the type of information you are requesting, I 
presume you are referring to the article recently published 

in the 27 June 1978 edition of the National Enquirer pertinent 
to UFOs. I believe the following documents are applicable to 
your request. 


a. CIRVIS Reporting Instructions. I am not at liberty 
to release this document, therefore your request is being 
forwarded to the Director of Freedom of Information and 
Security Review, Office of Assistant Secretary of Defense, 
Washington DC 20301 for a decision on its release. 


b. UFO Checklist. The National Enquirer pictured a copy 
of a letter from the 2lst Air division rere ree a UFO check- 
list to a requester. Actually, the letter was from the 26th 
Air Division, Luke Air Force Base, Arizona. The use of the 
term "UFO" on the checklist was inappropriate. The person 
who drew up that unofficial checklist should have used the 
expression "unknown aircraft." Therefore, to avoid any mis- 
conception that the Air Force still investigates and main- 
tains files on UFO reports, the UFO checklist no longer 
exists. The enclosed UFO Fact Sheet (Atch 1) should help 
you understand why such investigations have been discontinued 
by the Air Force.’* . 


c. In response to paragraph 3 of your letter, the 
attached extracts are releasable (Atch #2). The name, 
address and telephone number of persons reporting the inci- 
dents have been deleted because this information is exempt 
from mandatory disclosure under 5 U.S.C. 552b(6). Such 
disclosure is considered an unwarranted invasion of privacy. 
2. The decision to withhold release of this information may 
be appealed in writing to the Secretary of the Air Force 
within 45 days from the date of this letter. If you appeal, 
include any reason for reconsideration you wish to present, 
and attach a copy of this letter. Address your letter as 
follows: Secretary of the Air Force, thru HQ ADCOM/DAD, 
Peterson AFB, CO 80914. 


Lise t 


TERRENCE C. JAMES, Colonel, USAF 2 Atch 
Director of Administration 1. UFO Fact Sheet 
2. Log entry extracts 
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UFO FACT SHEET 


The Air Force investigation of UFO's began in 1948 and was known 
as Project Sign. Later the name was changed to Project Grudge, and 


in 1953, it became Project Blue Book. Between 1948 and 1969 we investi- 
gated 12,618 reported sightings. 


The following is a statistical listing of reported UFO sightings 
during the Air Force investigation: 


TOTAL UFO SIGHTINGS, 1947 - 1969 


YEAR TOTAL SIGHTINGS UNIDENTIFIED 
1947 122 12 
1948 156 7 
1949 186 22 
1950 210 27 
1951 169 22 : 
1952 1,501 303 
1953 509 42 
1954 487 46 
1955 545 24 
1956 670 14 
1957 1,006 14 
1958 627 10 
1959 390 12 
1960 557 14 
1961 591 13 
1962 474 15 
1963 399 14 
1964 562 19 
1965 887 16 
1966 1,112 32 
1967 937 19 
1968 375 3 
1969 146 1 
TOTAL 12,618 701 


Of these total sightings, 11,917 were found to have been caused 
by material objects (such as balloons, satellites, and aircraft), immaterial 
objects (such as lightning, reflections and other natural phenomena), 
astronomical objects (such as stars, planets, the sun and the moon), 


weather conditions and hoaxes. As indicated only 701 reported sightings 
remain unexplained. . 
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On December 17, 1969 the Secretary of the Air Force announced the 
termination of Project Blue Book. 


The decision to discontinue UFO investigations was based on an 
evaluation of a report prepared by the University of Colorado entitled, 
"Selentific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;" a review of the Univer- 
sity of Colorado's report by the National Academy of Sciences; past 


UFO studies; and Air Force experience investigating UFO reports for 
two decades. 


As a result of these investigations and studies, and experience 
gained from investigating UFO reports since 1948, the conclusions of 
Project Blue Book were: (1) no UFO reported, investigated, and evalu- 
ated by the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat to our 
nattonal security; (2) there has been no evidence submitted to or dis- 
covered by the Air Force that sightings categorized as "unidentified" 
represent technological developments or principles beyond the range 
of present day scientific knowledge; and (3) there has been no evidence 


indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified" are extrater- 
restrial vehicles. 


With the termination of Project Blue Book, the Air Force regulation 
establishing and controlling the Program for investigating and analyzing 
UFOs was rescinded. All documentation regarding the former Blue Book 
investigation was permanently transferred to the Modern Military Branch, 
National Archives and Records Service, 8th and Pennsylvanta Avenue, 
Washington, D.C. 20408, and is available for public review and analysis. 


In 1977, President Carter asked the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) to look into the possibility of resuming UFO investi- 
gations. After studying all the facts available, they decided that 
nothing would be gained by further investigation. The Air Force agrees 
with that decision. If, however, firm evidence is found justifying 


further investigation, an appropriate agency will be directed to under- 
take the effort. 


There are a number of universities and professional scientific 
organizations such as the American Association for the Advancement of 
Science, which have considered UFO phenomena during periodic meetings 
and seminars. In addition, a list of private organizations interested 
in aerial phenomena may be found in Gale's Encyclopedia of Associations 
(Edition 8, Vol I, pp. 432-3). Such timely review of the situation 
by private groups insures that sound evidence will not be overlooked 
by the sctentific community. 


For further reference material, two documents are available from 
the National Technical Information Service, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Springfield, VA 22151: ' 


Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects. Study conducted 
by the University of Colorado under contract F44620-76-C-0035. Three 
volumes, 1,465 p. 68 plates. Photoduplicated hard copies of the official 
report may be ordered for $6 per volume, $18 the set of three, as AD 
680:975, AD 680:976, and AD 680:977. 


Review of University of Colorado Report on Unidentified 
Flying Objects. Review of report by a panel of the National Academy 


of Selences. National Academy of Sciences, 1969, 6p. Photoduplicated 
hard copies may be ordered for $3 as AD 688:541. 


* 
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EXTRACTS 


NORAD COMMAND DIRECTOR'S LOG (1975) 


29 Oct 75/06302: 


31 Oct 75/04452: 


1 Nov 75/0920Z: 


8 Nov 75/07532: 


10 Nov 75 


Command Director called by Air Force Operations 
Center concerning an unknown helicopter landing 

in the munitions storage area at Loring AFB, Maine. 
Apparently this was second night in a row for this 
occurrence. There was also an indication, but not 
confirmed, that Canadian bases had been overflown 
by a helicopter. 


Report from Wurtsmith AFB through Air Force Ops 
Center - incident at 0355Z. Helicopter hovered over 
SAC weapons storage area then departed area. Tanker 
flying at 2700 feet made both visual sighting and 
radar skin paint. Tracked object 25NM SE over 

Lake Huron where contact was lost. 


Received, as info, message from Loring AFB, Maine, 
citing probable helicopter overflight of base. 


24th NORAD Region unknown track 3330, heading SSW, 
12000 feet. 1 to 7 objects, 46.46°N x 109.23W. Two 
F-106 scrambled out of Great Falls at 07542. SAC 
reported visual sighting from Sabotage Alert Teams (SAT) 
Kl, K3, Ll and L6 (lights and set sounds). Weather 
section states no anomolous propagation or northern 
lights. 08352 SAC SAT Teams K3 and L4 report visual, 
K3 reports target at 300 feet altitude and L4 reports 
target at 5 miles. Contact lost at 08202. F-106's 
returned to base at 0850Z with negative results. 
09052 Great Falls radar search and height had inter- 
mittent contact. 0910Z SAC teams agains had visual 
(Site C-1, 10 miles SE Stanford, Montana). 0920Z SAC 
CP reported that when F-106's were in area, targets 
would turn out lights, and when F-106's left, targets 
would turn lights on. F-106's never gained visual 

or radar contact at anytime due to terrain clearance: 
This same type of activity has been reported in the 
Malmstrom area for several days although previous to 
tonight no unknowns were declared. The track will 

be carried as a remaining unknown. 


Apparently Minot AFB was reportedly "buzzed" by a 
bright object. The object's size seemed to be that 
of an automobile. It was flying at an altitude of 
1000 to 2000 fect and was noiseless. No further 
information or description has been received by this 


organization. 


12 Nov 75/0715z: 


14 Nov 75/05302: 


15 Nov 75/07422: 


‘ 15 Nov 75/12292: 


17 Nov 75/17052: 


23 Nov 75/17002: 


16 Nov 75,6442: The Comaand Post seceived a report 
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Falconbridge Canadian Forces station relayed a report 
from Mr. PTC MONI TY, » Sudbury, 
Ontario, He saw two objects with what Appeared to be 
artificlal light fading on and of f with a jerky motion. 


Av unidentiffed cfvilian, located two miles from Falcon- 
bridge Canadian Forces station, say 9 dot-Like object 
for Land 1/4 hours. It was rotat ing, - poing back and 
forth at a high altitude and had white, blue and red 
Tights. 


A Nr, CORO RATTLE TTT Sudbury, Ontarto, 


was facing south. Me observed one hy ight’ yellow object 
going up and back, Jeaving a tail. Tt was very high, but 
did not change posttion in relation to other stars, 


A Nr, QRirrrmepecayeMITNs, married student residence, 
Laurentian Univeesity, Sudbury, Ontario, reported he had 
heen looking east. Ina partly cloudy sky, he saw one 
bright object about 70° elevation, like a cup in a bowl, 
No was looking at Lt through binoculars. Lt climbed high 
oul of range of hls binoculars. Me observed tt for 20 
minutes and was witnessed by his wife. 


An unidentified caller reported a large orange ball 
was seen on an azimuth of 45° from River Court, Ontario, 
It had tyo ¢red ights and was stat ionary. 


A Ms arapoomcrm poston ort , Chelmsford, reported she 
and €riends were travelling by ear from Sudbury to Chelms- 
ford. They were followed by a huge oval-shaped object 
with white blinklog Lights. It remained below the clouds 
all the while aad kept up with the car. 


from a 


Mmmm, Cloquet, Mil (phone im 


am. Al 04307, wiiile driving toward home, he 
Passed through the <own of Esko. Ie saw a cigar 
shaped objective with red, areen and white ashing 
lights, going up and down and making sharp turns, 


We observed this for lwo hours. Sky conditions were 
Clear. 


18 Nov 75/1255Z: The Command Post wes told that sightings of fire 
balls, vicinity of Nendicino County, California, 
had taken place. No further information, e.g., 
time, location, duration, etc., was available. 


25 Nov 75/12452: 


Petersburg, 


Virginia, reported that at about 0600 EST, she saw 
an object hovering at tree-ton level ina clearing 
near power lines one-half mile distant. It had 

4 red lights in diamond Shape and 2 white flashing 
lights. She heard no noise, saw no. movement and 
could not distinguish any color. She was in her 
car at the time, and slowed to 10 mph but did not 
stop. At 1340, the Command Post was informed that 
she had been reinterviowed by local authorities. 
She stated that the object was diamond-shaped with 
One red light at each point and that she did not 
see any wings. The location was reported to be one 
mile WSW of Petersburg, in a wooded area where power 
lines were being installed. 
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EXTRACTS_ 


24 NORAD REGION-SENIOR DIRECTOR LOG 


7 Nov 75 (1035Z) - Received a call from the 34st Strategic Air 
Command Post (SAC CP), saying that the following missile locations 
reported seeing a large red to orange to yellow object: M-1l, L-3, 
LIMA and L-6. The general object location would be 10 miles south 
of Moore, Montana, and 20 miles east of Buffalo, Montana. Com- 
mander and Deputy for Operations (DO) informed. 


7 Nov 75 (1203Z) - SAC advised that the LCF at Harlowton, 
Montana observed an object which emitted a light which illuminated 
the site driveway. 


7 Nov 75 (1319Z) - SAC advised K-1 says very bright object to 
their east is now southeast of them and they are looking at it with 
10 x 50 binoculars. Object seems to have lights (several) on it, 
but no distinct pattern. The orange/gold object overhead also has 
small lights on it. SAC also advises female civilian reports having 
seen an object bearing south from her position six miles west of 
Lewistown. 


7 Nov 75 (13272) - L-1l reports that the object to their northeast 
seems to be issuing a black object from it, tubular in shape. In all 
this time, surveillance has not been able to detect any sort of track 
except for known traffic. 


7 Nov 75 (1355Z) - K-l and L-1 report that as the sun rises, so 
do the objects they have visual. 


7 Now 75 (1429Z) - From SAC CP: As the sun rose, the UFOs - 
disappeared. Commander and DO notified. 


8 Nov 75 (0635Z) - A security camper team at K-4 reported UFO 
with white lights, one red light 50 yards bchind white light. Personnel 
at K-1] seeing same object. 


8 Nov 75 (0645Z) - Height personnel picked up objects 10-13, 000 
feet, Track J330, EK LB 0648, 18 knots, 9,500 feet. Objects as many 
as seven, as fewas two A/C. 


8 Nov 75 (0745Z)- Conversation about the UFOs; Advised to go 
ahead and scramble; but to be sure and brief pilots, FAA. Go easy 


and the fighters will not descend below 12, 000 ft. 
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8 Nov 75 (0753Z) - 3330 unknown 0753. Stationary/seven knots/ 
12,000. One (varies to seven) object. None, no possibility, EK LB 
3746, two F-106, GTF, SCR 0754. NCOC notified, 


8 Nov 75 (0820Z) -- Lost radar contact, fighters broken off at 
0825, looking in area of J33) (another height finder contact). 


8 Nov 75 (0850Z) - Directed ftrs to RTB (return to base). 


8 Nov 75 (0905Z) - From SAC CP; L-sites had fighters and objects; 
fighters did not get down to objects. 


8 Nov 75 (0915Z) - From SAC CP: From four different points: 
Observed objects and fighters; when fighters arrived in the area, the 
lights went out; when fighters departed, the lights came back on; 
to NCOC, 


8 Nov 75 (0953Z) - From SAC CP: J-5 reported object increased 
in speed - high velocity, raised in altitude and now cannot tell the 
object from stars. To NCOC, : 


8 Nov 75 (11052) - From SAC CP: E-1] reported a bright white 
light (site is approximately 60 nautical miles north of Lewistown). 
NCOC notified. 


9 Nov 75 (03052) - SAC CP called and advised SAC crews at Sites 
L-1, L-6, and M-1 observing UFO. Object yellowish bright round 
light 20 miles north of Harlowton, 2 to 4, 000 feet. 


9 Nov 75 (0320Z) - SAC CP reports UFO 20 miles southeast of 
Lewistown, orange white disc object. 24th NORAD Region surveillance 
checking area. Surveillance unable to get height check. 


9 Nov 75 (03202) - FAA Watch Supervisor reported he had five air 
carriers vicinity of UFO, United Flight 157 reported seeing meteor, 
"arc welders blue" in color. SAC CP advised, sites still report 
secing object stationary, 


9 Nov 75 (03487) - SAC CP confirms L-], sees object, a mobile 
security team has been directed to get closer and report. 


9 Nov 75 (06292) - SAC CP advises UFO sighting reported around 
0305Z. Cancelled the flight security team from site L-1, checked area 
and all secure, no more sightings. 
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10 Nov 75 (01252) - Received a call from SAC CP, Report UFO 
sighting from site K-] around Harlowton area. Surveillance checking 
area with height finder. 


10 Nov 75 (0153Z) - Surveillance report unable to locate track 
that would ‘correlate with UFO sighted by K-1. 


10 Nov 75 (1125Z) - UFO sighting reported by Minot Air Force 
Station, a bright star-like object in the west, moving east, about the 
size ofa car. First seen approximately 1015Z. Approximately 1120Z, 
the object passed over the radar sation, 1, 000 feet to 2,000 feet high, 
no noise heard. Three people from the site or local area saw the 
object. NCOC notified. 


12 Nov 75 (0230Z) - UFO reported from KO]. They say the object 
is over Big Snowy mtn with a red light on it at high altitude. Attempt- 


ing to get radar on it from Opheim. Opheim searching from 120° to 
140°, 


12 Nov 75 (0248Z) - Second UFO in same area reported. Appeared 


to be sending a beam of light to the ground intermittently. At 0250Z 
object disappeared. 


12 Nov 75(0251Z) - Reported that both objects have disappeared. 
Never had any joy (contact) on radar. 


13 Nov 75 (09512) - SAC CP with UFO report. P-SAT team enroute 
from R-3 to R-4 saw a white lite, moving from cast to west. In sight 


approx 1 minute. No determination of height, moving towards Brady. 
No contact on radar. 


19 Nov 75 (1327Z) - SAC command post report UFO observed by 
FSC & a cook, observed object travelling NE between M-8 and M-1, 
ata fast rate of speed. Object bright white light seen 45 to 50 sec 
following terrain 200 ft off ground. ‘The light was two to three times 
brighter than landing lights on a jet. 


spore teres LAST ENTRY PERTAINING TO THESE INCIDENTS 


THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER™ 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301 3 


: 21 Janecry i976 
THE JOINT STAFF 0€30 IST 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 
Subject: Report of UFO - Cannon AFB NM 


Reference: AFOC Phonecon 21055 EST Jan 76 


The following information was received from the Air Force 
Operations Center at 0555 EST: 


“Two UFOs are reported near the flight line et Cennon AF3, 
New Mexico. Security Police observing them reported the Urs 
to be 25 yards in diameter, gold or silver in color with blue 
light on top, hole in the middle and rea light on bottom. hkir 
Force is checking with radar. “Additionally, checking weather 
inversion Gata." 


< 


42 | 

WE My 

-B. MORIN 

Rear Admiral, USN 
Deputy Director for 
Operations, NMCC 


THE NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND CENTER 


. WASTINGTON. O.C. 29301 


THC JOUST STAPF 


. 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD 


Subject: Unidentified Flying Object Sishting 


1. Rt 310805 received phoncon from AFOC: MG Lene, CG, Armaénent 
and Development Test Center, Eglin AFB, Florida called ané reported 
@ UFO sighting from 0430 EST to 0600 EST. Security Poli : 
spotted lights from what they called @ UFO near an Eglin redéer 
site. 


d's rzerechs of the lichts were teéken. 

in. .cction hes made a press relezse on 

3. The temperature: inversion anélysis in 

temperature inversion at Eglin AFB ét th 

inversion present wes Cue to radiation =f 

feet. The Eglin surtece conditions were 

10-14 miles, calm winés, shallow cround 

2 surfece tempereture of 44 decree F. 
ce : 
ut . 
ré 

DISTRIBUTION: 

DDO . 

DDO 

ecoc 

West Hem + 

PA 

BFOC 


HAS Re UM Ls Odea hes cabal 


one ene et tee 


“ statement on the Sightings. One indiviéual steted the object 


= WONG Gi. 


THE NATIONAL MILITARY: COMMAND CENTER’ 
Bao, [2 WASHINGTON. D.c. 20301 ws 


“as } 
eam lag 


BB.gubyy976 


, 


MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 


Subject: Reports of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) 


1 &t approximately 0345 EDT, th BANECC called to indicate 
they hac. received several reports of vFC's in the vicinity 
oi Fort Ritchie. The following events summarize the reports 
(times are approximate). 


2. 0130 - Civilians reported a UFO sighting near 
Mt. Airy, Md. This information was obtained via a call 
from the National Aeronautics Board (?) to the Fort 
Ritchie Military Police. 


b. 0255 - Two separate patrols from Site R reported 
sighting 3 oblong objects with a reddish tint, moving ° 
eest to west. Personnel were located && separate locations 
on top of the mountain at Site R. ‘ 


c.- 0300 - Desk Sgt at Site R went te the top of the 
Site R mountain and observed 2 UFO Over the ammo storage 
@rea at 100-200 yards altitude. 


a. 0345 - An Army Police Sgt on the way to work at 
Site R reported sighting a UFO in the vicinity of Site R, 


2.  ANMCC was recuested to have each individual write a 
was ebout the size of a 2 1/2 ton truck. 


3. Based on a JCS memorendum, subject: Temperature Inversion 
Analysis, deted 13 November 1975, the NMCC contacted the Air 
Force Global Weether Central. The Duty Officer, Ltc OVERBY, 
reporvec that the Dulles International Airport observetions 
showed two temperature inversions existed at the time of the 


cm i : 
7 [ Doo. 245 NMG Memorandum, Jul 30, 1976 
¢ 


-bject: BEPOE ue of Unidentifie Fiying Objects (0708) » 


/2ieged sightings. The first extenéeé from the surface to 
1,000 feet absolute and the seconé: e:is+ed between 27,000 
and 30,000 feet, absolute. He 2lso seié the étmosshere 
between 12,000 anc 20,009 feet was heavii 


liy séturated with 


moisture. A hard copy message will foliovw. 


L. J. LESLANC, Jr. 
Brigadier General, USMC 
Deputy Director for 
Operations, NMCC 


DISTRIBUTION: 
J-30 

J-31 °° 

J-32 

J-33 

DDO 

ADDO 

ccoc 

WHEM Desk 
ASD/PA Rep 


Odie le 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 


COMMANDER SEA BASED ASW WINGS ATLANTIC 
BOX 102, NAVAL AIR STATION 
JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA 32212 


1 August 1979 


Staff Sergeant Clifford E. Stone 
301-50-0182 

HQ Det, Hanau MilCom 

APO New York, New York 09165 


Dear Sergeant Stone: 


Records in the Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Public Affairs Office 
indicate that a reply to your request for information on the Pinecastle 
Electronic Warfare Range UFO sighting was mailed to you at the above 
address on 30 September 1978. I regret that you did not receive it. 


Enclosed are duplicates of the information mailed. As you will notice, 
the handwritten log entry is quite sketchy and really provides little 
information on the incident. Naval Air Station, Jacksonville did re- 
lease an advisory message on the subject to the Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions, but it only provided a summary of the same information contained 
in the Ocala Star-Banner article that is enclosed. The only addition 
was a statement verifying the reliability of Petty Officers Clark and 
Collins. 


No formal investigation or informal investigation was made into the 
reported sightings. It was considered by command that some unexplained 
object was in the air as reported and there was no way to reenact the 
situation. Once the command certified the reliability of the indi- 
viduals involved, there was nothing that could be accomplished. 


I worked very closely with the incident, fielding requests from media 
throughout the nation and arranging interviews with Clark and Collins. 
I have never been a believer in "UFOs," but I assure you I am con-" 
vinced that a number of people witnessed an unexplainable event at 
Pinecastle that night. The speed of the object ruled out a helicopter 
and the reported maneuverability ruled out any aircraft including 
VSTOLs that we are aware of. 


Again, I regret you did not receive the first package and assure you 
there was no intent to deny you the information whether or not the 
request was filed under the Freedom of Information Act. 


I realize that the information furnished is at best sketchy, but there 
was little to be documented and actually little command concern. As 
broke in the Star-Banner. At that time the message, a condensation 
from the Star-Banner, was released and other than handling media re- 
quests, no further command action was taken. 


Sincerely, 


WY) 


N. P. YOQYNG 
Public #&ffairs Officer 
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OTTCZYUW RUCLEKAO462 1371718-CCCC--RUCBSAA RUENAAA RUEOALL RUCITNA. 


zNY CCCCC >» 
01718242 MAY 78 : co 


Gp@ Us 
| FM NAS JACKSONVILLE FL CSBASULev oe 00? 
TO RUCBSAA/CINCLANTFLT NORFOLK VA D0 306 


INFO RUENAAA/CNO WASHINGTON OC 
RUEOALL/COMNAVAIRKANT NORFOLK VA 


RUCITNA/COMSIX CHARLESTON SC Ay 
ZEN/COMSE ABASEDASWWINGSLANT JACKSONVILLE FL Downy 

BT 

CONFIDENTIAL 

NAS JACKSONVILLE /OPREP-3 NAVY BLUE 1718002 HAY 78/006 

A, REPORTS OF UFO DISPLAYING RED» GREEN AND WHITE LIGHTS 

Al, SITUATION UNDER CONTROL 

Hi. INITIAL REPORTEO UFO SIGHTING BY TWO UNIDENTIFIED CIVILIANS. 
H2. NA 

#3, 142200L HAY 78 TO 150020L HAY78 

Hi. NA 

5. AT 2200 LOCALe 14 MAY 1978+ PINECASTLE RANGE DUTY OFFICER» SK1 
CLARKe RECELVEO A TELEPHONE CALL FROM AN UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE. SATO 
SHE LIVED NEAR SILVER GLEN SPRINGS AN) WANTED TO KNOW IF RANGE WAS 
OPEN AND WHETHER NAVY WAS DROPPINGS PARACHUTE FLARES OVER LAKE SEORGE 


PAGE 2 RUCLEKAO462 CONF I OENTIAL 
(SHE HAD OBSERVED NUMEROUS PARACHUTE DROPS IN THE PAST). 
WHEN TOLD THE RANGE WAS CLOSEOs SHE TOLD CLARK SHE JAS LOOKING 
(AT THAT TIME) AT STRANGE REDe GREEN AND WHITE LIGHTS ABOVE THE 
TREES OVER THE WEST BANK OF LAKE GEORGE VEAR AN AREA CALLED THE “SINK- 
HOLES” CALLER IMMEDIATEL HUNG UP WITHOUT LDENTIFYING HERSELF. 

AT 2210 LOCALe CLARK RECEIVED A TELEPHONE CALL FROM AN 
UNIDENTIFIED MALE» WHO ALSO WANTES TO KNOW IF RANGE WAS IN OPER- 
ATION. WHEN TOLD IT WAS NOTe CALLER SAID HE ANDO EIGHT OTHER PEOPLE 
“-LOCATED ON STATE HIGHWAY 19-- HAD OBSERVED AND BBJECTe ABOUT 
50-60 FEET IN DIAMETER® PASS OVER THEM AT TREE--TOP LEVEL. IT WAS 
DISPLAYING “MULTI-COLOREO" LIGHTS. CALLLER IMMEDIATELY HUNG UP 
WITHOUT TOENTIFYING HIMSELF. - 

CLARK THEN NOTIFIED THE CONTROL TOWER WATCHSTANDER TO SEARCH 
THE AREA TOWARDSILVER GLEN SPRINGS WITH BINOCULARS. THE WATCH- 
STANDER OBSERVED STATIONARY LIGHTS AT AN ESTIMATED ALTITUDE OF 
OF 1600 FEET IN THE AREA REPORTED BY THETELEPHONE CALLERS. 
CLARK THEN CHECKED WITH JACKSONVILLE CENTER FOR THE POSSISBLILITY 
OF COMMERITCAL/ZAILITARY AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA. CENTER 
HAD NO ENFORMATIOM ON KNOWN FLIGHT OPERATIONS IN THE LAKE GEORGE AREA. 


PAGE 3 RUCLEKAO462 CONFIDENTIAL 

CLARK TKEN SUMMONED TD2 COLLINGS FROM TEE BARRACKS TO ACTIVATE 
THE MSO-102 RADAR. AFTER A 20 MINUTE WARMUP» COLLINS LOCKED ON 10 
AKNOMN TARGET IN THE AREA-- THE CIVIL DEFENSE TOwER-- IN AUTOMATIC 


haya ava 33 L7BG24Z MAY 73 
ee 
IMMEDIATE * CONF IOENTIAL ®@ 


BROS PHEP OCHS TSOP RS HAS eR ETRE E DS 


- 


Ce RR pel cere ee ee ee ae ae ae A a RE RS aN ah al 


IMKEDY ATE * CONF IODENTIALSs 
SRR EKER ONE EERE REECE ERE EE 
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TRACK HKOOE. HIS “ALPHA® SCAN INDICATED ONE STATIONARY TARGET 
(THE CD TOWER) AND ONE UNIDENTIFIED BLIP “FLUTTERING™ OVER THE 
TOWER. COLLINS PUT THE TRACKING COMPUTER ON THE UNICENTIF IED 
TARGET» ANO YT WAS NOT REGISTERING ANY SIGNIFICANT GROUND VELOCITY. 
BEARING TO THE C/D TOWER WAS 291 DEGREES HAGNETICs But COLLINS WAS 
UNABLE TO LOCK ON THE UNIDENTIFIED TARGET IN THE SANE VICINITY ANU ; 
STATED THERE SEEMED To BE SOME CONFUSION &AT THIS TINE AS 10 THE EXACT 
BEARING OF THE OBJECTS FROM HIH. HE HAD OBSERVED THE TARGET FOR PERHA 
WHN IT BEGAN MOVING ACROSS THE RADAR SCOPE+ FROM j 
NORTHWEST TO SOUTH» AT ABOUT 400-500 KNOTS» COLLINGS SAID HE TRIED 10) 
“TRAIN™ THE RADAR ON THE OBJECT» BUT IT ACCELERATED RAPIDLY» 
EVADIAG HIS EFFORTS To Lock AND TRACK IT ON THE COMFUTER. WHEN HE 
CAUGHT UP WITH THE OBJECT» IT REVERSED DIRECTION ANE STARTED BACK 
TOKARD PINECASTLE. COLLINS FINALLY LOCKED OK THE OBJECT AFTER IT HAG 
PRACTICALLY STOPPPED HOVING. THE COMPUTER TKEN INCICATED 2 KNOTS 
GROUND VELOCITY. SHORTLY AFTER» THE TARGET EROKE RACAR LOCKy AND 
COLLIKGS SECURED THE RADAR. AT THIS TIME» IT WAS OO20L ON 15 NAY. 
COLLINS HAS BEEN OPERATING RADAR FOR HOST OF HES EIGHT YEARS OF 


PAGE 4 RUCLEKAQ04G62 CON FY ODENTIAL 
SERVCE. 


HOUR. TOWARD THE END OF THIS PERIOJ+ THE LIGHTS WERE OBSERVED TO AoV 
SOUTH FOR ABOUT 20 MILES AND THEN RETURN TO THE VICINITY OF THE 


m 


H. WEST SOUTHWEST BANK OF LAKE GEORGE NEAR SETTLEMENT OF SILVER 
GLEN S?RINGS ON STATE HIGHWAY 19 APPROK 5 WILES NORTH OF THE 
NAVY'S PINECASTLE ELECTRONIC WARFARE RANGE. 

Ke NONE q 
Zs INITIAL REPORTS BY PEWR KILITARY PERSONNEL WERE NOT CONSIGERED To 
BE PARTICULARLY UNUSUAL OR POSITIVE BUT RATHER INFLUENCED 8Y Two p 
UNIDENTIFIED CIVILIAN CALLERS AND ACTIVE CURIOSITY. UNOFFICIAL 


PAGE 5 RUCLEKAO462 CO NFIOENTIALL . 

MANNER. PERRY OFFICERS CLARK AND COLLINS ON NORMAL LIBERTY 15 MAY 
AS A RESULT OF WATCH STANOING. STATEMENTS OF CLARK 4NO COLLINS 
TAKEN AFTERNOON OF 16 MAY AT PEWR BUT NOT AVAILABLE TO NAS JAX UNTIL 


ABNORHAL AMOUNT OF PRESS AND Ty INTER=ST PRESENTLY RETNG SHOWN. 
Zi. LAST OPREP-3 REPORT THIS INCIJENT. 
ADS-17 JUN 1978 


B7_ 
2/2 x1 
TREE OER KERR ERE EEE 
IMMEDIATE * CONF ITDEnNY TAL * 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON, D.c. 20330 


30 June 1983 


SSG Clifford E. Stone 
HQ Det, Hnu Mil Comm 
APO New York 09165 


Dear Sergeant Stone 


This responds to your Freedom of Information Act letter dated 
13 June 1983. We received it 16 June 1983. 


We were unable to locate any records at this headquarters 
responsive to your request. 


We also checked with the Freedom of Information Act office at 
Kirtland AFB New Mexico and they have no records of any UFO 
sightings over Kirtland AFB during August 1980. 


Sincerely 

wie 

MO ff ace 
ANNE W. TURNER 


HQ USAF Freedom of 
Information Manager 


83-442 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


HEADQUARTERS AIR FORCE OFFICE OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS 
BOLLING AIR FORCE BASE, DC 20332-8001 


9 DEC 1985 


SFC Clifford E. Stone 
Department of Military Science 
New Mexico Military Institute 
Roswell NM 88201-2173 


Dear SFC Stone 


This is in response to your request for information of 19 
November 1985. 


The Defense Central Index of Investigations (DCII) was searched 
using the data that you provided. The search revealed that AFOSI 
is not maintaining any information pertaining to "an alleged UFO 
incident....in the Fort Dix-McGuire AFB area," The DCII is a 
consolidated index of investigative files held by Department of 
Defense components, 


If you would like to correspond directly with McGuire Air Force 
Base concerning the alleged incident, their address is: 


438ABG/DADF 
McGuire AFB NJ 08641-6337 


Portions of AFOSI file 8017D93-0/29 are exempt from disclosure to 
you, Notations were added to identify the portions deleted and 
the reasons therefore. The notations are explained as follows: 
"b7C" pertains to information that, if disclosed to the public, 
would result in a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. The authority for this exemption may be found in the 
United States Code, Title 5, Section 552(b)(7)(C) and Air Force 
Regulation 12-30, paragraph 10g(1)(c). F 


Should you decide that an appeal to this decision is necessary, 
you must write to the Secretary of the Air Force within 45 days 
from the date of this letter. Include in the appeal your reasons 
for reconsideration and attach a copy of this letter. Address 
your letter as follows: 


Secretary of the Air Force 


Thru: HQ AFOSI/DADF 
Bolling AFB DC 20332-6001 


“HELPING TO PROTECT A GREAT WAY OF LIFE” 


Doc. 2-7b U.S.AF. Letter with Encls., Dec 9, 
1985 


On 19 December 1975, AFOSI transferred Project BLUE BOOK files 
and other AFOSI investigations regarding UFO sightings to the 
National Archives and Records Service (NARS). The documents 
included all files pertaining to unidentified flying objects 
(UFOs) that AFOSI had been maintaining, and consisted of 
classified as well as unclassified documents. At the time of the 
transfer, NARS planned to incorporate AFOSI documents with other 
similar documents into Accession No. NN=375-209. The documents 
transferred to NARS included data recorded from 1948 to 1968 
concerning Air Force investigations of UFOs, and policy on 
investigating such matters. 


Subsequent to the transfer of the aforementioned documents to 
NARS, alleged UFO sighting reported to AFOSI were and continue to 
be, referred to the commander of the Air Force installation where 
the report was received. No investigation is conducted by AFOSI. 
Additionally, we are unaware of what action, if any, is taken by 
the concerned commander when such a report is referred. Such 
referrals by AFOSI are not indexed in the DCII. 


If you wish to receive information regarding a particular 
sighting which was reported to Air Force officials, you should 
write to the commander of the installation where the report was 
received. 


Sincerely, . 


Oesw.va 


CECIL W. Fry, SA 1 Atch 
Chief, Information Release Division Cy of AFOSI File 
Directorate of Administration 8017D93-0/29, Less 


Exemptions 
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. JCDRTLAND AFB)’ Na, 8 Aug - 3 Sep 80, - 9 cent BO 1200 
Alleged Sigthings of Unidentified SCACE 
Aerial Lights in Restricted Test. Range. | arosr Det 1700, Kirtl 
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1985 . TROURCE tne Evanuaricy 


* MAJOR ERNEST £. EDW/ROS . 

BEL CENCE OR BUSINESS 4AUORESE 
r, , Manzano 

Kirtlard AFB, NM 


" ; SUMMARY OF INFORMATION 
mamamms at ‘i . ? a 
1. Qm 2 Sept 80, SOURCE related on @ Aug 80, three Security Policemen assigned to 
on duty inside the Manzano Weapans Storage Area sighted an 
in the air that traveled from North to South over the Coyote 


Canyon area of the Qepariiient Of eee te PERDME, Area, Supervisor NM.» The 
tified as: SSGT z 


- The three first thought the object was a helicopter, however, after observing q 
the strange serial maneuvers (stop amd go), they felt-e-helicopter-couldn't =f 
have performed such skills. The léght landed in the Coyote Camyon area. Sometime) 
later, three witnessed the light take off and leave proceeding straight up at @ r 
. hight speed and disappear. . e d 

2. Central SBcurity Control (CSC) inside Manzano, contacted Sandia Security, 
_ whe conducts frequent building checks on two alarmed structures in the area. They 
advised that a patrol was already in the area and would investigate. 


3. On 11 Aug 80, RUSS CURTIS, Sardtia Security, advised that on 9 Aug 80, a Sardi) 
Security Guard, (who wishes his name not be divulged for fear of harassment), nel 


The guard wes a former helicopter mechanic in the U.S. Amy and stated the object 7 
he observed was not a helicopter.- . ; 


“ SOURCE advised on 22 Aug 80, three other security policemen cdserved the sam i 
PET oS 7p duedépmnenemne Ore Om 


4 / / 
oare TYPE OR PRINTED Name OF SPECIAL thd A 
“e : Q ANT) 
Sept 8Q| RICHARD C. DOTY, SA Yt, ay 
; : ELAR R/O 


arRic?y PILE HO a2 i 
ae be p 7-oO i 
-50) i= See ae rrrverrr een Moe 
APOS 425% 1 Pasvreus or''0 be oe 4;2:"> - veo , 4 
i ¢ 


PS oem ee ot Doo. 27d USAF Letter with Encls., Dec, 
. _ EGRTENUED FROM com>) +1, DID 9 Sept 80 4985 

. ¢ = = 
serial phennnena described by the first three. Again the object landed in Coyote 
Canyon. They did not see the object take off. * oo 


=. Coyote Canyon is part of alarge’  .°) motricted tes. range used by 
the Air Force Weapons Laporatory, Sadia Latoratories, Defunsz Nuclear agency 
acl the Department of Energy. The rage was formerly pat: oiled oy Sandia 
Security, however, they only. Conduct building checks ther? row. 


through his own agency: Qn ll Aug 80, the Kirtland Public Information office 
; advised the patrolman the USAF no longer investigates such sightings unless 


Fs werrzR contacted all the agencies who utilized the tart range and it wes 
learned no aerial tests are cormcted in the Coyote Canyon ares. Only grou 
tests are coxhoted. - ' . 


8. on 8 Sept 80, WAITER learned from Sandia Security that another Securtty, 
ord checrved a chject land near an alarmed structure scnetime during the first 
Coa of Aagast, but did not report it until just recently for fear of 


9. the two alarmed structures located within the area contains HQ CR 4é 
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AFOS! COMMUNICATION 


DATE OF TRANSMITTAL 
0 July 1981 
SUBJECT - 


“Dr. PAUL FREDRICK BENNEWITZ ° 
Congressional Inquiry 


PROM: 
AFOSI District 17/CC 
_ KietTand AFB, WM 87117 © 


ATTACHED 13 AN 

LINESS, NUMERICAL DESIGNATORS 

NUMBER; $. DATE OF INFORMATION: 6. CATE OF REPORT; 7. CATE ANO PLACE 

SESSMENT; 10. ORIGINATOR: 11. ALQUEST EVALUATION: 12 PREPARING OFFICER: 13. APPROVING ALTHORITY; 13, 9 


ATTACHED IS AN INPC AMATION COLLECTION REPORT (ICR) WHICH CONTAINS INFORMATION CONCERNING AN IND 
UNGER YOUR COMMANDO. THE ICR 1S FURNISHED FOR YOUR INFORMATION ONLY ANO IT DOES MOT CONSTITUTEA 
MAL OR COMPLETE INVESTIGATION OF THE INCIVIOUAL. IF A PORMAL INVESTIGATION |S WARRANTED, IT SHOULD! 
QUESTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH AFR 124-4. . 


THE ATTACHED REPORT HAS BEEN LOANED TO THE USAF BY ANOTHER AGENCY. OISSEMINATION OF THAT REPOR! 
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After checking with Col HARVELL, Ac 

would meet with Senator DOMENICI. 

but departed Immediately to meet with BENNEWITZ. 

Senator DOMENIC!'s Alde, in an effort to determine the ¢ 
determined his sole Interest was to know whether AFOS! had conducted a formal f 
tlon of SUBJECT. Mr. TIJEROS was Informed that no formal Investigation of SENNEI 
was conducted by AFOS!. Mr. TIJERGS stated that he assumed if any information 
available, and was to be requested from AFOS!, It would have to be requested frat 
Headquarters. He was provided Col SEYEA's name and the Bolling AFB address of w 
AFOS! In event he desired any further information. Mr. TIJEROS thanked us and | 
no further Inquiries from the Senator regarding ttris matter are anticipated. 


$0 190 93-0/24 


. HQ AFOSI/1VOS 


: Darra Quay File 
KA. HUEY, Colonedy USAF 


Commander 


PO) 
AFOSR FORM TOR parviOUSEDITenscemre Desi ¢ 


—_—<—<— << — haste =~" 
oe ts.) oe 27F USAF. Letter with Endls., Dec 9, oe are 
: Bo . 1985 e ; map ‘ 

= ae ie —<——<—— > 

or ; 7 MULTI: sAPOSE INTER! tsi FORM x 7 

. . whe i » (Complete only appliconn os) 

Nous) 70 suestcr FILE MQ. ad 
The ; KIRTLAND AFB, NM, 8 Aug - 3 Sep 80 8017093-0/29 ., 
TAOQUANTERS Alleged Sightings: of Unidentified Aerial 
om. 17/810 Lights in Restricted Test Range 28 Oct 80 
(1h. : 


Mince 


AFOS| Fm 1, 8 Sep 80; Same Title. 

TINOR DISCREPANCIES NOTEO ARE USTED BELOW. 

QUA STRICT IS DESIGNATED OFFICE OF OMGIN. + 

TACHED REQUIRES INVESTIGATION IN YOUR AREA Ya 

(rma, ROMCTS ACCESS TO CLASS CD ueCMMATION Af PCOUMED OV Obie B4n, Pane 2°6°k = 4s 
SRWARO RESULTS DIRECTLY TO OF FICE OF ORIGIN, OF TO 

OTURTHER INVESTIGATION CONTEMPLATED. 


ARLES REFLECT PRIOR INVESTIGATION GY , OTD. A By copy of (hse form 
ee i POS OL 8 furnish somes Of prier mvestigation/isifer remmary, applicable, (0 es / 
(PORT OF PRIOR INVESTIGATION / SUMMARY ATTACHED. Fi 
WESTIGATION CONTINUING ARO YOU WiLL BE FURPUSRED FURTHER REPORTS. 
MSCONTINUE INVESTIGATION. FORWARD @ESULTS OF ANY IAVESTIGATION ACCOMPLISHED. : oe 
SRADPANCIES BETWEEN LEAD REQUEST AND OCVCLOPED INFORMATION AME SET FORTH. 
PORT OF COMMANO ACTION MAS MOT BEEN RECDVED. a 
(QUEST STATUS OF THIS MATTER ANO/OR OaTE REPORT MAY OL EXPECTED. (Requestor, forward 3 capes of thes form) ‘Recipent, wee one 
rtowed cevy for easier CUA proper signature ia remarks rection waless OS! directives sete reply net rrequred.) 
TU AtTAOMG TO BVTCRESTED COmmAROL® FOR weDRwAT ION OR ACTION WF WOT PREVIOMELY REPORTER 
NCI WOR OO LOCATOR FOR RLLOW LISTED PERS OW WOsECT 
THCHED 1% FORWARDED FOR INFORMATION ANO/OR ACTION. mee 
FON ROMOVAL OF ATTACHMENTS) THE CLASSIMICATION Of THIS CORRESPONOENCE WILL OF 
5 wetwnen, [J cowreananen TO - OO ccm. ( wumep -r0n orrncias usg Omer.” 
/ clasifoanen ls retained, with or witheul aitechments, indigets reason for seeuriy claseification ead grvepmg per APR 205-1 .) e 

tn 24 Oct 80, Or PAUL FREDRICK BENNEWITZ, Male Born 30 Sep 27, KS, Civ, SSAN: 
{ A Albuquerque, NM, contacted SA RICHARD C. DOTY through Major 
1 EDWARDS, Commander, 1608 SPS, Kirtland AFB, NM and related he had knowledge and 
idence of threats against Manzano Weapons Storage area. The threat was from Aerial 


snomena over Manzano. 


n 26 Oct 80, SA DOTY, with the assistance of JERRY MILLER, GS-15, Chief, Scientific 
visor for Ale Force Test and Evaluation Center, KAFB, Interviewed Or. SENNEWITZ at his 
ne in the Four Hills Section of Albuquerque, which 1s adjacent to the northern boundary 
fanzano Base. (NOTE: MILLER Is a former Project Blue Book USAF Investigator who was 
signed to Wright-Patterson AFB W-PAF®, O8, with FTD. Mr. MILLER In one of the most know 
tgeable and Impartial investigators of Aerial Objects in the southwest). Or. BENNEWITZ 
duced photographs and over 2600 feet of Sam motion picture film depleting unidentified 
rial objects flying over and sround Manzano Weapons Storage Area and Coyote Canyon Test 
wu. Or, SENNEWITZ has been conducting Independent research Into Aerial Phenomena for” 
onths. Or. BENNEWITZ also produced severe! electronic recording tapes, 
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sallegedly' showing high Sede of electrical magnetism be _4 emitted from Manzano/Co 

_ Canyon area.'* Dr. BENNEWITZ also produced several photographs of flying objects tak 
over the general Albuquerque area. He has several pieces of electronic surveillance 
equipment pointed at Manzano and is attempting :0 record high frequency electrical b 
pulses. Dr. BENNEWITZ claims these-Aerial Objects produce these pulses: + 
3. After analyzing the data collected by Dr. BENNEWITZ, Mr MILLER related the evide 
clearly Shows that some type of unidentified aerial objects were caught on film; ho 
no conclusions could be made whether these objects pase a threat to Manzano/Coyote 
areas. Mr ‘MILLER felt the electronical recording tapes were -inconclusive and could h 
been gathered from several conventional sources. No sightings, other than these, ha 
been, reported"in the area.. = 


4. Mr MILLER has contacted FTD personne! at W-P AFB, OH, who expressed an interest 
are scheduled to inspect Or.. BENNEWITZ' data... ‘ “ ‘ + 
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Doc. 2-8 DOD Letter, Jan 19, 1984 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
19 JAN et 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301 


PUBLIC AFFAIRS 


Ref: 84-FOI-11 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
683 Atwood Drive 
Biloxi, MS 39532 


Dear Mr. Stone: 


Your 27 December 1983 Freedom of Information Act for a 
report by LtColonel Charles Halt concerning a UFO incident at 
the Royal Air Force Base in Woodbridge, England has been 
transferred to the Department of the Air Force as a matter 


under their cognizance for direct response to you. 


Sincerely, 


; A, WY orale 
pitector, Freedom of Information 


and Security Review 


Doc. 2-9a U.S.A.F.. Europe Letter with Encl., 
Jan 13, 1984 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 
APO NEW YORK 09012 


13 SAN 1984 


Mr Clifford E. Stone 
683 Atwood Drive 
Biloxi MS 39532 


Dear Mr Stone 


This is in response to your 27 December 1983 Freedom of Information Act request 
concerning alleged UFO sightings in England during December 1980. We are 
furnishing you with a copy of the only records in the possession of the United 
States Air Forces in Europe documenting this incident. Search and copy fees 
have been waived. 


Sincerely 


ALBERT G. STEWART, Colonel, USAF 1 Atch 
Director of Administration 81 CSG/CD Ltr, 13 Jan 81 


A aaa) : Doc. 2-9b U.S.A.F.. Europe Letter with Encl., 
: : Jan 13, 1984 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS 81ST COMBAT SUPPORT GROUP (USAFE) 
APO NEW YORK 09755 


REPLY TO 
ATTN OF: CO 

13 Jan 81 
SUBJECT: Unexplained Lights 


TO: RAF/CC 


base and approximately two meters high. It illuminated the entire fi 
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsating red light ont 
a bank(s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on 
As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the tr 
and disappeared. At this time the animals on a nearby farm went inti 
frenzy, The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later 
the back gate. 


2. The next day, three depressitms 1 1/2" deep and 7" in diameter 4 { 
found where the object had been sighted on the ground. The following 
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma ret 
of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings in the three dt 
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depreseit 
A nearby tree had moderate (,05-.07) readings on. the side of the tre 
toward the depressions. 


3. Later in the night a red sun—like light was seen through the tre q 
It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off gli 


appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like objects were notit 
in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of wh 
were about 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp 
movements and displayed red, green and blue lights. The objects to i 
North appeared to be elliptical through an 8-12 power lens. They thi 
turned to full circles. The objects to the north remained in the skyy 
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or thre 
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time to time. Numerousf 
duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragry 
2 and 3, ‘ 


(SIGNED) 
CHARLES I. HALT, Lt Col, USAF 
Oeputy Base Commander 
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CHAPTER THREE 


UFOs and Advanced Technology 


In the last chapter we discussed cases involv- 
ing the military in UFO sightings. It was my 
desire to show the reader that the U.S. Gov- 
ernment does, in fact, have documentation 
reflecting that some UFOs present a poten- 
tial threat to our national security by their 
actions. This is evident by the interest shown 
them by the military. 

The official documents that were 
used to illustrate these points were initially 
classified by the U.S. Government, in the 
interests of national security. Also, those 
cases of UFO sightings were incidents that 
happened after the closure of the official 
U.S. Government involvement in UFO re- 
search. 

In this chapter we will discuss some 
cases, once again involving the military, 
which I feel best illustrate that in some UFO 
incidents the object or objects involved 
clearly demonstrated the existance of ad- 
vanced technology. 

I would ask the reader to keep in 
mind the terms defined in Chapter Two. 
These definitions are important, for they 
show that Top Secret is the highest security 
classification. They also show that, with Se- 
cret and Top Secret classifications, informa- 
tion can, and often does, become compart- 
mented and requires a special access clear- 
ance—thus leading to the misconception 
that there exist classifications higher than 
Top Secret. 

The documents that will be used to 
discuss the incidents in this chapter were, at 
one time, classified as at least Confidential, 
in the interest of national security. It is my 
belief that the information the U.S. Govern- 
ment has on the very first incident we will 
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discuss in this chapter is classified Top Se- 
cret Umbra (TSU). To view Top Secret Um- 
bra information, you need to be cleared for 
Top Secret information, possess a special 
access clearance, and have a strict need-to- 
know (Umbra is the code word to identify 
compartmentalized information gathered 
from signal intellegence intercepts— 
intellegence gathered from monitoring mili- 
tary radio traffic). Although the informa- 
tion was obtained by the U.S. Air Force Se- 
curity Service (OLA “A,” 6947th Security 
Squadron), for some unknown reason it is 
being maintained and controlled by the 
National Security Agency. 

One day in March, 1967, Cuban ra- 
dar installations reported a bogey approach- 
ing the Cuban landmass from the northeast. 
Two Cuban MIG-21 interceptors were 
scrambled when the bogey crossed Cuban 
air space at an altitude of approximately 
10,000 meters and at a speed approaching 
Mach (the speed of sound). The intercep- 
tors were directed to the bogey by Cuban 
Ground Control Intercept and were guided 
to within 5 kilometers of the object. Accord- 
ing to U.S. intellegence reports, the wing 
leader reported that the object was a bright — 
metallic sphere with no visible markings or 
appendages. 

After a futile attempt to contact the 
object for identification, Cuban Air Defense 
Headquarters ordered the wing leader to 
arm his weapons and destroy the object. The 
wing leader reported his missiles armed and 
his radar locked-on. Seconds later, the wing 
man began screaming to the ground con- 
troller that the wing leader’s aircraft had 
exploded. After regaining his composure, | 
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he further reported that there was neither 
smoke nor flame: the aircraft had disinte- 
grated. U.S. intellegence also detected that 
Cuban radar reported that the object 
quickly accelerated and climbed beyond 
30,000 meters. At last report it was heading 
south-southwest toward South America. 

A spot report was sent to the National 
Security Agency (NSA) Headquarters, which 
is standard operating procedure (SOP) in 
any case involving aircraft loss by a hostile 
country. The NSA was—and still is—re- 
quired to acknowledge receipt of such a re- 
port. However, the NSA for some unex- 
plained reason did not acknowledge receipt 
of this report. Therefore, a follow-up spot 
report was submitted by the U.S. Air Force 
Security Service. Within hours of the re- 
transmission of the spot report, the 6947th 
received orders to ship all tapes and perti- 
nent intelligence to the Agency (NSA) and 
was told to list the incident in the squadron 
files as aircraft loss due to equipment mal- 
function. 

We are indebted to author and re- 
searcher Stanton T. Friedman, who initially 
broke news of the above incident to the 
public after being told the story by a former 
Air Force Intelligence Specialist. However, 
did this incident really happen? Is this story 
true? 

I wrote to the National Security 
Agency and asked them, under the Freedom 
of Information Act, for any information they 
might have on the incident. They never an- 
swered my request. 

Next, I wrote to the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense. I also asked for the 
aid of Senator Richard Stone’s office to in- 
sure that I received a reply. On November 
15, 1979, an interim response from the Air 
Force’s Electronic Security Command was 
forwarded to me in which I was informed 
that a time extension was necessary for the 
proper processing of my request for the fol- 
lowing reason: “The need for consultation, 
which shall be conducted with all practicable 
speed, with another agency having a substan- 
tial interest in the determination of the re- 
quest.” That other agency was in fact the 
National Security Agency, which still does 
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not wish for the public to know the truth 
about this most unusual incident. (See doc. 
3-1.) 

On November 27, 1979, I was for- 
warded the agency’s decision, which read 
in part as follows: (See doc. 3-2.) 


The type of information necessary 
to respond to your request is 
classified in accordance with DOD 
security directives and is therefore 
exempt from release under author- 
ity of (Title) 5 U.S.C. 552(b). This 
information is properly and cur- 
rently classified in the interest of 
national defense as specifically 
authorized under criteria estab- 
lished by Executive Order 12056 
and implemented by regulation. 


Here we have an admission of the 
existence of some type of information deal- 
ing with the March 1967 Cuban Incident. 
Armed with this admission, I decided to 
appeal the Air Force’s decision to withhold 
this information. 

The Office of the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Air Force, responded to my 
appeal in a letter dated February 21, 1980. 
The letter read in part: (See doc. 3-3.) 


We may neither confirm nor deny 

the occurrence of the incident you 
described, or the existence of any 

records on the subject. 


Also, they corrected an error that 
appeared in every piece of my correspon- 
dence with the Intelligence Community 
concerning the incident. I was asking for 
information on the loss of a MIG-23. In the 
Air Force’s response to me on February 21, 
1980, they correctly called the lost aircraft a 
MIG-21. How could they have known it was 
a MIG-21, when I was asking for informa- 
tion pertaining to a MIG-23? Unless, of 
course, they had documentation concern- 
ing the loss of a MIG-21, which I had de- 
scribed to them in my correspondence. Also, 
the Air Force apparently had upgraded the 
security classification of these documents. 
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If an agency acknowledges the exist- 
ence of classified information on an inci- 
dent, as the U.S. Air Force did in its response 
of November 27, 1979, this clearly indicates 
the existence of some sort of information. 
Ifthat same agency then chooses to respond 
that they may neither deny nor confirm the 
existence or nonexistence of information 
concerning this same incident upon appeal, 
this once again clearly shows that the infor- 
mation has gone from Secret or Top Secret 
under the regular classification system to 
Secret or Top Secret under the Special Ac- 
cess Program, as outlined under the author- 
ity of Executive Order 12356. In other 
words, the agency is stating, in effect, that, 
using the authority of Executive Order (EO) 
12356, Section 3.4 (f)(1), it may neither 
confirm nor deny the existence or nonex- 
istence of information at the direction of 
the President of the United States. 

After the final appeal action was 
taken on my request, all information and 
tapes pertaining to the incident were re- 
turned to the National Security Agency for 
safekeeping, where it remains, still classified 
Top Secret Umbra, to this day. (See doc. 
3-4.) 

If the U.S.S.R. or the United States 
does not have a weapons system that can 
disintegrate a fighter aircraft in flight, then 
exactly who or what had this advanced tech- 
nology in March 1967? 


tote 


In our next case we will see that in many 
incidents members of the Intelligence Com- 
munity do not communicate with one an- 
other, leading some agencies to believe 
documents are still classified after they have 
been downgraded and released to the pub- 
lic. We will also find the Department of De- 
fense stating, as in this case, that no other 
documentation exists—only to find out later 
that more documentation does exist at a 
higher classification! 

At about 12:30 A.M. on the morning 
of September 19, 1976, the Imperial Iranian 
Air Force’s (IIAF) command post in the 
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Tehran area received four calls from one of 
the city’s suburbs reporting a series of 
strange airborne objects. Some reported 
seeing a bird-like object while others re- 
ported a helicopter with bright lights. How- 
ever, there was no helicopter activity in the 
area of the reports at that time. The senior 
officer on duty at the command post at- 
tempted to convince the callers that they 
were only seeing stars. The officer, unable 
to convince the callers that they were just 
seeing stars, decided to have a look for him- 
self. 

Stepping outside the command post 
and looking to the north, he observed a star- 
like object. Only the object was larger and 
brighter then a star or planet. In addition, 
the object appeared to be moving! Know- 
ing that there was no aircraft activity in the 
area of his observation, he immediately had 
an ITAF F-4 scrambled to investigate and at- 
tempt to identify the unknown. 

As the F-4 approached the city of 
Tehran, the pilot reported seeing a bril- 
liantly lit object that could be seen easily 
from 70 miles away. When the F-4 was ap- 
proximately 25 miles from the object, the F- 
4 lost all instrumentation and UHF/VHF 
communications. Upon breaking off the 
intercept and turning toward his home base, 
all systems returned to normal. As one U.S. 
Air Force Intelligence Officer involved in 
the case commented, “[It was] as if the 
strange object no longer regarded the air- 
craft as a threat.” 

At 1:40 A.M. a second F-4 was 
scrambled. As this second F-4 approached 
the UFO the backseater (weapons officer) 
reported a radar-lock on the UFO at 27 NM 
(nautical miles) in a 12 o’clock high posi- 
tion with a rate of closure (VC) of 150 knots. 
When the F-4 reached the 25 NM point, the 
object began to move away maintaining a 
constant separation distance while still vis- 
ible on the radar scope. The size of radar 
return was comparable to that of a KC-135 
military tanker (a 707 airliner used by the 
military for refueling other aircraft in 
flight). The brilliance of the light from the 
object made it impossible to estimate the 
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actual size of object. However, visually, ac- 
cording the U.S. intellegence reports on the 
incident, it resembled flashing strobe lights 
arranged in a rectangular pattern and al- 
ternating blue, green, red, and orange. The 
sequence of the lights was so fast that all the 
colors could be seen at once. 

As the second F4 pursued the object 
south of Tehran, a second brightly lit giant 
object (appearing to be about one-half to 
one-third the size of the full moon) de- 
tached itself from the original UFO and 
headed straight for the F-4 at a high rate of 
speed. The pilot attempted to fire an AIM-9 
missile at the object, but at that instant his 
weapons control panel went off and he lost 
all UHF/VHF communications. At this 
point the pilot initiated a turn and negative 
G dive to get away from the oncoming ob- 
ject. However, as he turned the object fell 
in behind his aircraft at what appeared to 
be about a 3- to 4-NM distance. As the pilot 
continued to turn away from the primary 
object, the second object went to the inside 
of his turn, then returned to the primary 
object for a perfect rendezvous. 

Shortly after the second object joined 
with the primary object, another object ap- 
peared to come out of the other side of the 
primary one, going straight down at a great 
rate of speed. Having regained control of 
their weapons and communication systems, 
the F-4 crew watched the third object, an- 
ticipating a large explosion when it struck 
the ground. However, it landed gently and 
cast a bright light over a two- to three-kilo- 
meter area. The pilot flew his aircraft as low 
over the area as possible, fixing the exact 
location where the object landed. 

Upon returning to their base, both 
crewmen had difficulty in adjusting their 
night vision devices for landing. There was 
also a lot of interference on the UHF, and 
each time they passed through a magnetic 
bearing of 150 degrees from Fhrabad they 
lost their communications and the INS fluc- 
tuated from 30 to 50 degrees. A civilian air- 
liner that was approaching Mehrabad dur- 
ing this same time experienced communi- 
cations failure in the same vicinity but did 
not report seeing anything unusual. 
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While the F-4 was on a long final ap- 
proach, the crew noticed another cylinder- 
shaped object (about the size of a T-bird at 
10 meters) with bright, steady lights on each 
end and a flasher in the middle. When the 
pilot queried the tower, the tower stated 
there was no other known traffic in the area. 
During the time that the object passed over 
the F-4, the tower did not have a visual on 
the object but picked it up after the pilot 
told them to look between the mountains 
and the refinery. 

During daylight, the F-4 crew was 
taken out to the area in a helicopter where 
the object apparently had landed. Nothing 
was noticed at this spot (a dry lake bed), 
butas they circled off to the west of the area, 
they picked up avery noticeable beeper sig- 
nal. At the point where the return was the 
loudest was a small house with a garden. 
They landed and asked the people within 
whether they had noticed anything strange 
the night before. The people talked about 
a loud noise and a very bright light, like 
lighting. The aircraft and area where the 
object was believed to have landed were to 
be checked for possible radiation. However, 
the results of the radiation tests and other 
various tests conducted were never made 
public. 

When I first heard of this case, I wrote 
to the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
(DOD), the National Security Agency 
(NSA), and the Department of the Air Force 
(HQ, USAF) for any information that they 
might have on this incident. DOD re- 
sponded by sending a three-page report said 
to be the only known existing document 
concerning the incident. This document 
was at once classified: Confidential. The 
NSA responded by asking for $250 to doa 
search and suggested that any information 
they might have on the incident would not 
be releasable due to national security. 

The response from the Department 
of the Air Force was most interesting as it 
shows there is sometimes a breakdown in 
communications within the Intelligence 
Community itself. The Air Force stated that 
it did not have any information on the inci- 
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dent. However, it did have a classified docu- 
ment belonging to the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
dealing with the incident, which they were 
not at liberty to release. This turned out be 
the document that was released to me ear- 
lier by DOD. Apparently the Department of 
the Air Force was not aware that the docu- 
ment had been downgraded, declassified, 
and released to the public. Also, the Air 
Force apparently did not wish to mention 
the existence of a “Secret” document deal- 
ing with the incident that had been written 
by one of its own officers. (See docs. 3-5 and 
3-6.) 

In the US. Air Force Security Service 
publication, MJJI Quarterly, MQ 3-78, there 
appeared an article entitled, “Now You See 
It, Now You Don’t,” written by a Captain 
Henry S. Shields, HQ USAFE/INOMP. (See 
doc. 3-7.) The article dealt with the Iranian 
incident and it was classified Secret. Captain 
Shields’ very first paragraph in the article is 
most interesting and I would like to quote 
it to the reader. 


Sometime in his career, each pilot 
can expect to encounter strange, 
unusual happenings which will 
never be adequately or entirely 
explained by logic or subsequent 
investigation. The following article 
recounts just such an episode as 
reported by two F-4 Phantom crews 
of the Imperial Iranian Air Force 
during late 1976. No additional 
information or explanation of the 
strange events has been forthcom- 
ing; the story will be filed away and 
probably forgotten, but it makes 
interesting, and possibly disturbing, 
reading. 


Is this another example in which the 
information concerning what our Intelli- 
gence Community knows about UFOs is clas- 
sified Top Secret, compartmented, and to 
be viewed only by those with a strict need- 
to-know? Maybe. But only time will tell. 

In addition to this incident, a State 
Department cable tells of interesting UFO 
sightings taking place in Kuwait during the 
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months of November and December, 1978. 
According to the cable, the Government of 
Kuwait was so concerned by these sightings 
that it appointed an investigatory commit- 
tee of “experts” from the Kuwait Institute 
for Scientific Research (KISR) to look into 
the cases. The cable states: “The KISR Com- 
mittee rejected the notion that the ‘UFOS’ 
were espionage devices but remained 
equivocal about whether they were of extra- 
terrestrial origin.” The KISR Committee 
recommended, “The government take all 
possible measures to protect Kuwait’s air 
space and territory as well as the country’s 
oil resources.” (See doc. 3-8.) 

The cable tells of an interesting event 
which is a clear demonstration of some 
highly advanced technology. The cable 
states: 


The “UFO” which first appeared 
over the northern oil fields seem- 
ingly did strange things to KOC’s 
[Kuwait Oil Company] automatic 
pumping equipment. This equip- 
ment is designed to shut itself 
down when there is some failure 
which may seriously damage the 
petroleum gathering and transmis- 
sion system and it can only be 
restarted manually. At the time of 
the “UFOs” appearance the pump- 
ing system automatically shut itself 
down and when the “UFOs” van- 
ished the system started up again. 


What could cause this to happen? 
Did the equipment truly shut down or was 
it merely suspended in time and space for 
the duration of the UFO’s appearance? I will 
leave it to the reader to ponder this one. 


aK 


The last case we will discuss in this chapter 
is taken from a Defense Intelligence Agency 
document. (See doc. 3-9.) It was originally 
classified Confidential. The Peruvian Air 
Force officer who observed and reported 
the events was a party to the conversation 
concerning the events and had proven reli- 
able in the past. 
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An UFO was spotted on two differ- 
ent occasions near the Peruvian Air Force 
Base in southern Peru. The Peruvian Air 
Force tried to intercept and destroy the 
UFO, but without success. 

On May 9,1980, a group of Peruvian 
Air Force officers were in formation at 
Mariano Malgar when they spotted an UFO 
hovering near the airfield. The UFO was 
reported to have a round shape. The air field 
commander scrambled an SU-22 aircraft to 
make an intercept. The pilot intercepted the 
UFO and fired upon it at very close range 
without causing any apparent damage. The 
pilot attempted to make another pass at the 
UFO, but the UFO outran the fighter air- 
craft. 

The second sighting was during the 
night of May 10, 1980. This UFO was dis- 
playing lights. Again an SU-22 was 
scrambled, but the UFO outran the aircraft. 
The document further commented, “Appar- 
ently some vehicle was spotted, but its ori- 
gin remains unknown.” 

Here we have three, officially docu- 
mented incidents involving UFOs that 


clearly demonstrated advanced technology. 
I know of no weapons system that can disin- 
tegrate a fighter aircraft in flight; or knock 
out the on-board weapons and communi- 
cation systems of a fighter aircraft in flight; 
or any aircraft currently flying that can with- 
stand point-blank cannon fire. If we already 
have this type of technology, then we are 
spending entirely too much on defense. The 
question is, Do we have this type of technol- 
ogy? And if we don’t, then who or what does? 

Once again, I would remind the 
reader that the incidents discussed in this 
chapter are raw intelligence data. The as- 
sessments and evaluations of this data, in this 
writer’s opinion, remain classified, we are 
told, in the interest of national security—or 
could it be national insecurity? 

I find it too incredible to believe that 
these incidents would not have created some 
concern within the Intelligence Community. 
Surely some evaluation would have been 
made of all this shocking data. The security 
of our nation may well be at stake. 
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[__Doc. 31 USAF. Letter, Nov 15, 1979 =. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS ELECTRONIC SECURITY COMMAND 
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 76243 


armors DAD 15 Nov 1979 


suwect: Request for Information on UFO Incident 


To: SSG Clifford E. Stone 
Hq Det, Hanou Mil Comm 
APO New York 09165 


1. Your letter of 29 October was received on 2 November. A time 
extension has been found necessary for the proper processing of the request 
under the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C., for the following reason: 


a. The need for consultation, which shall be conducted with all 
practicable speed, with another agency having a substantial interest 
in the determination of the request. 


2. A determination is expected to ve made regarding your request 
by 30 November. 


FOR THE COMMANDER 


J 
Chief4 Documentation Sys Div 


Doc. 3-2 U.S.AF. Letter, Nov 27, 1979 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS ELECTHONIC SECURITY COMMAND 
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 76243 


& 7 NOV isis 


REPLY TO 


ATTN OF: DAD 


SUBJECT: 


To: SSG Clifford E. Stone 
Hq Det, Hanou Mil Comm 
APO New York 09165 


Dear SSG Stone 


Reference your Freedom of Information Act request of 29 October and our 
letter dated 15 November. 


The type of information necessary to respond to your request is classified 
in accordance with DOD security directives and is therefore exempt from 
release under authority of 5 U.S.C. 552(b). This information is properly 
and currently classified in the interest of national defense as specifically 
authorized under criteria establisied by Executive Order 12065 and 


implemented by regulation. 


The decision to withhold release of classified information may be appealed 
in writing to the Secretary of the Air Force within 45 days of the date of 
this letter. Include in your appeal any reasons for reconsideration you 
wish to present. Attach a copy of this letter. Address your letter as 
follows: Secretary of the Air Force, thru HQ ESC/DAD, San Antonio, Texas 


78243. 


Sincerely 


BOBBY J. BERRY, Colonel x USAF 
Chief of Staff 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 21 FEB 1980 


NEPLY TO 
ATTN OF: 


suavect: 


10: 


etter, Feb 21, 1980 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20330 


Staff Sergeant Clifford E. Stone 
Headquarters Detachment 

Hanau Military Command 

APO New York 09165 


Dear Sergeant Stone: 


This is in response to your letter of 5 December 1979, 
appealing, under the Freedom of Information Act, the denial of 
your request for information concerning the loss of a Cuban 
MIG-21 aircraft, 


The Office of the Secrei:ary of the Air Force has con- 
sidered your appeal, and I have determined that it must be 
denied. 


We may neither confirm nor deny the occurrence of the 
incident you described, or the existence of any records on the 
subject. “To do so would compromise intelligence interests, and 
intelligence gathering policies, practices, and techniques, 
which are currently and properly classified in the interest of 
the national defense, pursuant to Executive Order 12065, as 
implemented by Department of Defense Directives 5200,1-R and 
5200.7. This action is taken under the authority of 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(1). Confirmation of the existence or the nonexistence 
of any records on this subject would cause identifiable damage 
to the national security. 


This letter constitutes the final Air Force action on your 
appeal, The Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. 552, provides 
for judicial review of this cietermination, 


Sincerely, 
Clune) a 


ROBERT W. CRITTENDEN 
Admin:.strative Assistant (Acting) 


Doc. 3-4 U.S.A-F. Letter, Jun 5, 1980 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS 3151 COMBAT SUPPORT GROUP (TAC) 
HOMESTEAD AIR F ACE BASE, FLORIDA 33039 


DADF 5 JUN 1980 


Freedom of Information Act Request 


SSgt Clifford E. Stone 
Hq Det, Hanau Mil Comm 
APO New York 09165 


1. Your letter of 19 May 1980 was referred to this installation by Hq 
USAF/DADF, Washington, D,C. on 29 May 1980 and received on 3 June 
1980, 


2. The 6947th Electronic Security Squadron (formerly OLA "A", 6947th 
Security Squadron) was contacted in regards to your request. We have 
been advised that a thorough search of all records was made, with neg- 
ative results. 


3. May we suggest that you contact ite Albert Simpson Research Center, 
AU, Maxwell AFB, AL 36112 and request they research your request, 


BBE: wo 


CURTIS W, LEDGERWOOD, Captain, USAF 
Chief, Central Base Administration 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTEFS. UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON. 0.c. 


Doc. 3-5 USAF. Letter, Apr 16, 1979 | APR 16 ign’ 


DADF 


SPS Clifford E. Stone 
HQ Det, Hanau Mil Comm 
APO New York 09165 


Dear SP5 Stone 


Your Freedom of Information Act request of February 21, 
1979, addressed to the Director, Defense Investigative 
Service, was received in this office for Air Force action on 
March 30, 1979. 


We checked with offices within the organization of the 
Assistant Chief of Staff for Intelligence. They did not 
locate any Air Force records pertinent to your request. 
However, they did find a copy of a classified Joint Chiefs 
of Staff (JCS) message, DIG 2308102 Sep 76 concerning 
information on an incident in Iran in September 1976. The 
Air Force does not have dis-zlosure authority for this 
report, Therefore, we sugyest you write directly to the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Public 
Affairs), Directorate for Freedom of Information and 
Security Review, Washington DC 20301, concerning the 
releasability of the message. 


No records were located with regard to Paragraph 2 of your 
request. The Modern Militacy Branch of the National 
Archives, Washington, DC, may have records responsive to 
this paragraph. However, your request is not specific 
enough to locate any records with the information given. 


We believe that your reques: in paragraph 3 does not 
reasonably describe the records you seek, as required under 
the Freedom of Information Act. If you can be more 
specific, we will try to assist you further, 


Sincerely 


Chk Mar 


(Ms) M. K. WARD 
HQ USAF Freedom of 
Information Manager 


Doc. 3-6a DOD Letter, Aug 1, 1979 


OFFICE OF THE A\'iSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301 


1 AUG 1979 


Ref: 79-DFOI-717 


SSG Clifford E. Stone 
Hq Det Hanau Mil Comm 
APO New York 09165 


Dear Sergeant Stone: 


This responds to your Freedom of Information re 

copy of JCS Message 23081Cz September 1976. A ene Nee ha, 
Provided to you Previously. This date-time group identifies 
a retransmission by the JCS Communications Center of the 
USDAO Tehran Message 2306302 September 1976. Both identify- 


ing date-time groups and originators are i 
t = 
tion of the message. i ° sea sareeeene 


Sincerg1; 


bleteLth fee 


/ Charles W. Hinkle 
Dire:tor, Freedom of Information 
and Security Review 


Enclosure 


ge ee ar oy ? = are : 

eyo oe Doc. 3-6b DOD Letter, Aug 1, 1979 

— = — eenveon 
i fal = 


eyartTy . 


aeietonseener asus ea rr aoe eeeaeaese- 


ner . HSGASU PAGF na “aT nA13 
— ” ry —— as . <; 
f ACTION?: NONE -DASY - . 

aANFO: WTA, » =f : 

peTC7Y MW purk sev4t 17 obEdkin MTHS-—CCCC— RUFFHOR" 

INY C-Gihe ‘ 

¥ 73aAaINF SFP 7A ; : 

fH JES ” 


INFO RUF HCZSFECSTATF WASH DC 

RUALIEVE. TR. ie 

QIFOTAHZNGA WASH DC 
QIFADUU/EHITF HOUSF “HASH DC : 
RIFFHOAJOSAF BASH NC * . : ; 
RIFNERAZENO WASH NC, : a 
MIFANYUNACKRA WASH OC ; “ee 2 
230R317 SFP 7S Pk 3 
Fu USA: TEHRAN : : ; ° : 
TO RUFKICS/NI A VASHNC . . . : . 
INFO RUFKUCSTSECDEF DESSECDEF WASHNC 
QUFRRA AS COMIDFAS TE OR L $3 
IRINTECASCINGUSAFE LINNSEY RS'GEVINCF. 
IRHFRIARA/CINCUSAFF (RAMSTEIN AR GE/ZINOCN 
RUISNMAAASFIINAG VALHTNGFN GER 

MISNAL ASUR CINCEUR ‘VAIHTNGEN GER /ECJI-2, 
“ pean : 

ais : : I7ZRS SEPTH - 
THIS 18 IR fF BCH DIII-7h Sie ay : 
je 4) TRAN - 

>. RFPORTFN WFO STGHTING €U3) 

3u (2 NA - et : 64 : : 

a. CU) 74 B 20 SEP 7K . ; 

5 (UO) TEHRANe IRANS 20 SEP -76° . 

6. (2. FR 

i. (1) & BR OONA NOTE RO COMMENTS} ‘ : : 
Re (UY KR REG 1139.76 i z 

9. (CB) FAISFP TA 

Ihe C8 WE : i * : 
1p CU) VTINTITIATES IPSP PT-1EsD- 
12. G13 USDAO’ TEHRANe IRAN 

tg. (0) FRANK -B. MCKENZTE*. COLe ‘USAF - :DA‘T 

ws CY Na : sf : ‘ ‘ 
1S. U2) THTS RFPORT FORUARNS ‘INFORMATION’ C ONG RNING iTHE 
SIGHTING OF (BN UFO IN-IRAN ON 114 SFPETEKRER LOTS 

ks AT ARONT 1230 AP ON 19 SFP .76 THF sf 
‘S yvastathotn . ; RECFEIVFN FOUR TELEPHONE -CALLS 
FROM CIV IVENS LIVING IN THF SHEMIRAN AREA OF TEHRAN :SAYTNG 


HULSE 
PRINRTTY ee - x NI - b * 


ere ee a 


YWVUU Uls 


Bane yee esaeet® Bone ee a rated eee 


PAGF © 02 27 M213 . : 


Doc. 3-6c DOD Letter, Aug 1, 1979 


THAT “THEY HAM SFFN STRANGE OASJECTS TN THE SKY. SOMF RFOORTFN 
A KIND OF RAIRN-LIKF, “ORJFCT URILF OTHERS PE POARTETS A HFLICOPTER 
WITH A LIGHT ON. THERE UFRF NO HELICOPTERS AIRBORNE AT THAT *. 


PPJORITY 


Mert . BSGBRSS 


TIHF. | 

i AFTER HE TOLM TH CITIZEN JT-WAS ONLY 
STRPS AND HAN TALKFM TO MEHRASAN TOWER HE FF CIOFN YO LOOK FOR 
HIMSELF. HF NOTICFN AN OASFCT IN THE SKY STMILAR TO A STAR 
RIGGFR ANN ARTGHTFR. HF NECTNEN TA SCPAMALF AN F-& FROM 

| SHAHPOKHT AFR TO TNVFSTIGATF. 

R. AT-Ny}3n HRS ON THE 197H THE F-8 TOOK OFF -AND PROCEFNEN 
ita A POINT ABOUT SN NM NORTH OF .TEHPAN. DIF TO ITS. BRILLIANCE 
, THE OAS CY VAS FASTILY VISIRLE FROM Wm MILFS AWAY. 

AS ‘THF F—u APPROACHFD A RANGF OF 25 nM HE LOST. ALL INSTRUMENTATION 
12ND COMMINTCATTONS CUHF AND INTERCOM), HF RP OXF OFF ‘THE . - 
- INT FOGFPT AND HFANFND AACK TN SHAHROKHI. WHFN THE F-% TURNFD 
/AVAY FROM THF ORJFCT AND APPARFNTLY VAS NO LONGER A THREAT 
‘¥O YT THF AIRCRAFT REGATRED ALL -INSTRUMENTATION AND COH- - 
BKUNICATIOMS. ATiOL8Q HRS A SECOND F-4 WAS LAUNCHED..THE 
RECKSFATFR ACOUTRFN A RADAR LOCK ON AT 27 NMe 12 O*CLOCK 
HIGH POSTYTON WITH THE VC (RATF OF CLOSURFY £T 150 NHPH. . 
iAS THE PANGF NFCPFESEN TO -25 NK THF OBJECT MOVED AWAY AT. A 
‘SPFFN THAT WAS -VISTRLE: ON THE RANAR- SCOPE AND-STAYED AT 25NN. 

(C.- THE SI7E OF THF RANAR RETURN LAS COMPARARLE TO ‘THAT OF 
A 7N7 TANKER. THE ‘VISUAL SI7F OF THF ORJECT YAS DIFFICULT 
TO-IDISCFARN RFE CAUSF OF ITS INTENSE -APILLIANCF. -THE ; 
LIGHT THAY IT GAVF OFF WAS’ THAT OF FLASHING: STRORE LIGHTS 
SRRANGEN IN A RFCTANGULAR PAYTFRN ARD ALTERNATING BLUF « ‘GRFEN> 
RFN BND ORANGE IN COLOR. THE SEQUENCE 07,THF LIGHTS -KAS SO 
FEST THAT ALL THF COLORS CoNLN PE SEFN AT ONCF. THF ORJFCT 
AND THE PURSUING F-8 CONTINUED ON A COURSF TO THE SOUTH OF 
EFHRAN UYFN ANOTHFP RRIGHTLY-CIGHTEN ORSFCT~ FSTINATEND TO RE 
ONF HALF TQ ONE THIRN THE BPPARENT SI7F. OF THE MOON’: CANE : 
OUT OF-THF ORTGINAL OAJSFCT. THIS. SECONN OSJF CT HEADED STRAIGHT 
TAYAPN THF F—& AT & VERY FAST RATE OF SPEED. THE PILOT 
ATTFMPTEN TO FIRE AN AIM-9 MISSILE AT:THF OAJECT BUT AT. THAT. 
INSTANT HIS WEAPONS CONTROL.PANEL WENT OFF AND HE LOST ALL d 
COMBUINICAYIONS CUHF-AND INTFERPHONE).: AT THIS POINT THE’ PILAT 
INITIAIFN A TURN ANN NFGATIVF G OIVE TO GET AWAY. -AS’ HF 
TURNED THRE OBSFAZ FFLL IN TRAJL -AT WHAT “APPEARED TO RE ABQUT- 
3-4 NM. AR HE CONTINUFD IN. HIS TURN AYAY.FSOH THE PRIMARY 
CRJIFCT THR SECOND ODSJECT UFNT :TO THF INSIOF OF HIS. TURN THEN 
RPETURNEN FO THF PRIMARY OR.IFCT FOR A PERFECT RF JOIN. 

N2 SHOPTLY AFYFR THE SECONN ORJECT JOTNFN UP WITH .THF eee 
PRTHARY GASISCT ANOTHER ORJFCT ‘APPEAR EN TO COME OUT OF THF 
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OTHER STDF OF THF PRTHARY ORUECT GOTKG S TRETGHT DOUNeAT A? 
(2EAT RATE MF SPFFN. THF F-u CREY HAN RFGALINFEN GOMMURTICATIONS 
INM THF UFAOONS CONTROL PARFL ENO WATCHED THE ORIECT -PPROATH 


THE GROUNN ANTICIPATING A LARGF EXPLOSTON, THIS ORJFCT £PPFAREN 


19 CORF TO RFST GENTLY QN THF FARTH BND CAST A VERY RRIGHT -° 


LIGHT OVFR AN ARFA OF ABOUT 7-3 KILOMETERS. | . . 
THE CRFU NFSCFNNEN FROM THETR ALTITUDE OF 28R TO. 15H ARN 
CONTINUFN TO ORSFRVF AND MARK THE /ORJECT*S- POSITION. THEY: cs 
HEN SOME DIFFICULTY IN ADJUSTING THEIR NIGHT VISIBILITY “FOR - 
LENTING SO AFTFP ORAITING MFHOABAD A FEW TIMES THEY VENT OUT 
FoR A STRAIGHT IN CANDING. THFRF “AS A LOT OF INTERFFRERCE 
ComsTHF HE ANO FACH TIMF THEY PASSED THROUGH A MAG. BFARING 
/0F 150 DFGRFF FROM FHRARAD THEY LOST THETA COMMUNICATIONS “@UHF 
[AND INTEROHONE) ANN THE INS FLUCTU 
“THE QNE CTVTL ATRLINER THAT VAS -APPROACHING MEHRARAN DUZING ‘THIS 
SAME TIMF FXPFRTENCFD COMMUNICATIONS FAILUPF IN (THF -SAMF 
VICINITY 4KTLO 7ULHY RUT NIN NOT REPORT SEFTNG ANYTHING.” 
WHILE THF Fr& YAS ON A LONG FINAL -APPROAGH THE. CREW NOTICFD 
ANOTHFR CYLINQFR SHAPED OBJFCT CAROUT THE STZE OF A T-BIRD m 
AY [nH) VITH RATGHT STFANY LIGHTS ON FACH FNM AND A FLASHER > - 
IN THE MTNOLE. WHEN OUFRIFD THE TOUFR STATFN THERE YAS NO ¥ 
jOTHFR KNQUN TREFFIC IN THE 2RFAQW. MURING ‘THF TIME THAT THE 
\ORIECT PASSFD OVFR THE Fis THE TOVER ‘DIN NOT HAVE A.VISUAL* "~~ 
an TT RUT PICKFN IV uP AFTFR THE PILOT TOLD THEM TO LaNK 
RFTRF EN THE MOUNTAINS ANDO THE REFINERY. : 

E. KURTA DAYLIGHT THE F-8 CRFW WAS TAKEN OUT: TO- THE, 
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— NOW YOU SEE IT, NOW YOU Don't (v) 


Pa Coptain Henry S. Shields, HQ USAFE/INOMP 


. 


Sometime in his career, each pilot can expect to encounter 
strange, unusual happenings which will never be adequately or 
entirely explained by logic or subsequent investigation, The follow- 


ing article recounts just such an episode as reported by two F-4 
Phantom crews of the Imperial Iranian Air Force during late 1976, 
No additional information or explanation of the strange events has 
been forthcoming; the story will be filed away and probably for- 
gotten, but it makes interesting, and possibly disturbing, reading. 


* * * * * 


wa Until 0030 on a clear autumn morning, it had been an 
entirely routine night watch for thef[mpe rial Iranian Air Force's 
command post}in the Tehran area. In quick succession, four calls 
arrived from one of the city's suburbs reporting a series of strange 
airborne objects. These Unidentified Flying Objects (UF Os) were 
described as 'bird-like', or as brightly-lit helicopters (although 
none were airborne at the time). Unable to convince the callers 


that they were only seeing stars, 4 senior officer went outside to 


see for himself, Observing an object to the north like a star, only . 


larger and brighter, he immediately scrambled an IIAF F-4 to 
investigate. 

3H Approaching the city, the F-4 pilot reported that the 
brilliant object was easily visible 70 miles away. When approxi- 
mately 25 NM distant, the interceptor lost all instrumentation and 


UHF /Intercom communications. Upon breaking off the intercept 


and turning towards his home base, all systems returned to normal, 


as if the strange object no longer regarded the aircraft as a threat. 


. pes ' , Doo 37d Midi Quarterly, bas |) ESTA 
ae A second r-4 was scrambled ten minutes after the first. ™~ 
The backsester reported radar-lock on the UFO at 27 NM/12 o'clock 
igh position, and a rate of closure of 150 knots. Upon reaching the 
“25 NM point, the object began rapidly moving away to maintain a 
constant separation distance while still visible on the radar scope, 
While the size of the: radar return was somnpatalie ‘9 that of a KC- 
135, its intense brilliance made estimation of actual size impossible, 
Visually, it resembled flashing strobe lights arranged ina réctanges 
lar pattern and alternating blue, green, red, and orange, Their 


sequence was so fast that all colors could be seen at once. 


@ As the F-4 continued pursuit south of Tehran, a second 
brightly-lit object (about one-half to one-third the size of the moon) 

_ detached from the original UFO and headed straight for the F-4 ata 
high rate of speed. The pitet attempted to fire an AIM-9 missile at 
the new object but was prevented by a sudden power loss in his 
~weapons control panel, UHF and internal communications were 
simultaneously lost, The pilot promptly initiated a turn and negative- 

~G dive to escape, but the object fell in behind the F-4 at 3-4 NM 
distance, Continuing the turn, the pilot observed the second object 
turn inside of him wad then away, subsequently returning to the pri- . 


“mary UFO fora perfect rendezvous, 


@h The two UFOs had hardly rejoined when a se cond object 
detached and headed straight down toward the ground at high speed. 
Having regained weapons and communications systems, the aircrew 
watched the third i wa anticipating a large explosion when it struck 


the ground. Howe ve 


prit landed gently and cast a bright light over a 
two-three kilometer area.” The pilot flew as low over the area as 


possible, fixing the object's exact location. 


. @@ Upon return to home base, both crewmen had difficulty in 
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J 7 adjusting their night vision devices for landing. The landing was ‘ - 
further complicated by excessive interference on UHF and a further @O_ 
* complete loss of all communications when passing through a 150 

degree magnetic bearing from the home base. The inertial naviga- 

tion system simultaneously fluctuated from 30 to 50 degrees, A civil 

airlines approaching the area also experienced a similar communica- 


tions failure, but reported no unusual sightings, 


‘QR While on a long final approach, the F-4 crew noted & farther’ 
' UFO. This was desceited as a cylinder-shaped object (about the 
size of a T-33 trainer) with bright steady lights on each end and a 
flasher in the middle, It quickly approached and passed directly 
: over the F-4, In answer to the pilot's query, the control tower 
reported no other air traffic in the area, although they subsequently 
obtained a visual sighting of the object when specifically directed 


where to look. 


<9 The following day, the F-4 crew was flown by helicopter 
to the location where they believed the object had landed. This 
turned out to be a dry lake bed, but nothing unusual was noticed, 
As the helicopter circled off to the west, however, a very noticeable 
‘beeper signal was received, and eventually traced to a nearby house. 
They immediately landed and asked the inhabitants if anything strange 
or unusual had occurred the previous ‘night. Yes, they replied, 
there had been loud noises and a very bright light, like lightning, 
The helicopter returned to base and arrangements were made to 
conduct various tests, such as radiation checks, inthe vicinity of 
the house. Unfortunately, the results of such tests have not been ~ 


reported, (te —acamery 
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CHAPTER FOUR 
Government Disinformation—Or Fraud? 


In recent years the UFO field has been 
flooded with purported “official” docu- 
ments, allegedly “leaked” by persons un- 
known within the American Intelligence 
Community. These documents have been 
very difficult to confirm or repudiate. The 
reason? When U.S. Government agencies 
have been queried, they have either been 
unwilling to answer inquiries or have not 
known what they were supposed to do un- 
der Federal Law established for just such 
inquiries. 

In June 1987, the UFO research 
community tried very hard to confirm or 
repudiate what has become known as the 
“MJ-12 Briefing Document.” (See doc. 4-1.) 
This document is allegedly a briefing pa- 
per that was prepared on November 18, 
1952, by Admiral Roscoe H. Hillenkoetter 
for presentation to then-President-Elect 
Dwight D. Eisenhower. The document is 
said to be classified as Top Secret, and it 
dealt with American recovery operations of 
crashed UFOs. Every effort to validate this 
document by the UFO Community has 
been unsuccessful. 

The FBI became aware of the docu- 
ment on September 15, 1988, when a Spe- 
cial Agent of the Air Force, Office of Spe- 
cial Investigations (OSI), gave a copy of it 
to an FBI agent in Dallas, Texas. (See doc. 
42.) The FBI agent requested that the Bu- 
reau “discern if the document is still classi- 
fied.” 

It is interesting to note that in re- 
sponse to this request, FBI Headquarters 
answered, in a cable dated December 2, 
1988: (See docs. 4-3, 4-4, and 45.) 
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The Office of Special Investiga- 
tions, U.S. Air Force, advised on 
November 30, 1988, that the docu- 
ment was fabricated. Copies of that 
document have been distributed to 
various parts of the United States. 
The document is completely bogus. 


The document having been declared 
bogus, one might believe that the FBI would 
have no further interest in it. However, ina 
letter dated November 15, 1991, FBI Head- 
quarters informed the U.S. Air Force, Of- 
fice of Special Investigations: (See doc. 4 
6.) 


It is noted that although this 
document may represent some type 
of hoax, it is our responsibility to 
insure that all incidents involving 
the mishandling of classified data 
receive adequate investigative 
attention. Therefore, we request 
that your agency attempt to ascer- 
tain the originator and/or the 
current classification of the en- 
closed document. 


To date, no one has been charged 
with any involvement of wrongdoing; that 
is, fabrication or hoaxing this document. 
Moreover, in the military it is illegal to fal- 
sify a document and pass it as a classified 
document. 

In 1983, an alleged “Secret” docu- 
ment surfaced. This document dealt with 
the alleged photo-imagery interpretation of 
the film evidence taken by Paul Bennewitz 
during the Kirtland Air Force Base sightings 
of August 1980 (see Chapter Two). In this 
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case the Air Force Intelligence Service and 
the Air Force Office of Special Investigations 
did exactly what they were suppose to do in 
such cases. 

The U.S. Air Force believed the docu- 
ment was a hoax from the every first time 
they received it, because of the following 
reasons: 


a. There never has been an office 
within AFSAC (or 7602nd) with the 
symbol INS, INSR, or IT. 

b. There has never been a “Capt 
Grace” (or anyone with the sur- 
name Grace) assigned to AFSAC. 
c. The purported imagery interpre- 
tation that was done is outside 
AFSAC’s and AFOSI’s mission. 
Further, AFSAC has no individuals 
who are photo interpreters. 

d. The term WNINTEL is spelled 
phonetically on each occurrence. 
OSI should certainly be familiar 
with the correct spelling. Further, 
the document is replete with 
grammatical errors, typing errors, 
and in general makes no sense. 

e. The document is not in the 
standard, accepted format for 
classified messages. 


We can see from the above that the 
Air Force clearly thought the document was 
ahoax. However, until a determination was 
made as to the status of the document, the 
Air Force considered it to be classified Se- 
cret. This was correct procedure in accor- 
dance with existing regulations and an Ex- 
ecutive Order. 

I, too, felt that the document was a 
hoax. However, I still have questions about 
some of the information appearing in the 
document. The document mentioned a 
“Project Aquarius,” and that this project was | 
classified Top Secret. Also, the document 
mentioned this project was under the con- 
trol of NASA. I later heard that the correct 
term should have been NSA and that it was 
changed to read NASA for some reason. 

In a letter dated April 15, 1986, to 
an UFO researcher, the National Security 
Agency (NSA) finally admitted to the exist- 
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ence of a Project Aquarius and stated that it 
was classified Top Secret. (See doc. 47.) The 
NSA has never stated what the mission of 
Project Aquarius is. 

How could the perpetrator(s) of the 
hoaxed document that surfaced in 1983 
have known of the existence of a Top Se- 
cret project named Aquarius under the NSA 
when that information was not made pub- 
lic until April 15, 1986? As a matter of fact, 
the NSA even considered the project’s name 
sensitive. Therefore, it would appear that 
either the perpetrator was damned good at 
guessing or had inside information. 


tet 


The next document to be examined is 
known, within the UFO Community, as the 
“Snowbird Document.” (See doc. 4-8.) It 
came to the attention of UFO researchers 
in 1985. I felt certain that the agencies I 
wrote to, requesting their assessment of the 
document, would expose the document 
within weeks as a hoax. However, my efforts 
to get to the truth of this document almost 
forced my retirement from the U.S. Army 
and led the NSA to consider my request for 
congressional assistance as a matter of “Na- 
tional Security Policy.” 

A copy of the Snowbird Document 
came into my possession in April 1985. Be- 
lieving it to be just another fake, I filed it 
away. In June 1985, I started to hear stories 
concerning an alleged underground “alien” 
base in the area of Dulce, New Mexico. One 
of these stories dealt with an alleged recov- 
ered alien aircraft that crashed during a test 
flight by the U.S. Government. This raised 
my interest and I began to look at the Snow- 
bird Document in a new light. 

I spent over 700 hours checking the 
document very carefully, to insure that it 
conformed to existing Department of De- 
fense (DOD) Directives and Regulations for 
a classified document. To my amazement, 
it did. Furthermore, the document seemed 
to make sense as written. However, this did 
not make it the valid document of some 
American governmental agency. I needed 
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more proof before I could accept the docu- 
ment as genuine. 

Knowing that Senator Pete Do- 
menici’s office had been involved with the 
alleged crash of the alien aircraft, I decided 
to call his office and ask what information 
they had on the alleged incident. I contacted 
the Senator’s Washington office on Febru- 
ary 6, 1986, and talked to a Mr. Paul Gilman 
there. I was informed that the only involve- 
ment the Senator’s office had with the case 
was to inform the individual who contacted 
the Senator’s office what government 
agency he should notify concerning the al- 
leged crash. I then asked Mr. Gilman if he 
had any knowledge of an alleged Top Se- 
cret document dealing with a Project Snow- 
bird. He stated that he believed the indi- 
vidual who had earlier contacted the Sena- 
tor had sent such a document. However, all 
the information sent by that individual had 
been returned to him. Also, Gilman ap- 
peared to want to cut our conversation 
short. 

My brief conversation with Paul 
Gilman still did not convince me that the 
document was genuine. After all, the 
Senator’s office apparently had taken no 
action regarding the alleged incident. 

My next step was to write to every 
government agency that I felt might have 
knowledge of, or an interest in, the docu- 
ment. At least I felt these agencies would do 
the same thing the Air Force did with the 
1983 document: either confirm the docu- 
ment as genuine or expose it as a hoax. 
While these agencies did not confirm the 
Snowbird Document as genuine, they did 
not deny or expose it as a hoax. (See docs. 
4-9, 4-10, 4-11, 4.12, 413, 414, and 415.) 

On November 6, 1986, I decided to 
write Senator Domenici’s office for assis- 
tance in once and for all getting an answer 
to whether or not the Snowbird Document 
was genuine. In a letter dated February 10, 
1987, the Senator sent, in reply to my letter, 
the response his office received from the 
National Security Agency. The NSA replied, 
in part: (See doc. 4-16.) 
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... his [my] letter asks for NSA 
analysis of the document he at- 
tached. It appears to be an Air 
Force document. The project 
names which are referenced, Sigma 
and Snowbird, are not NSA 
projects. We have no knowledge of 
the information contained in the 
document. 


The NSA’s response to the Senator 
shocked me. I felt that the NSA should have 
realized the document appeared to be a Top 
Secret document, and that if it was in fact 
genuine, someone had a security leak since 
the document does not appear to have been 
released under the Freedom of Information 
Act. Furthermore, Executive Order 12356 
and DOD Directives and Regulations were 
apparently not being followed. Executive 
Order 12356, Part 1, Section 1.2, paragraph 
e, States: 


When an employee, contractor, 
licensee, or grantee of an agency 
that does not have original classifi- 
cation authority originates informa- 
tion believed by that person to 
require classification, the informa- 
tion shall be protected in a manner 
consistent with this Order and its 
implementing directives. The 
information shall be transmitted 
promptly as provided under this 
Order or its implementing direc- 
tives to the agency that has appro- 
priate subject matter interest and 
classification authority with respect 
to this information. That agency 
shall decide within thirty (30) days 
whether to classify this information. 
If it is not clear which agency has 
classification responsibility for this 
information, it shall be sent to the 
Director of the Information Secu- 
rity Oversight Office. The Director 
shall determine the agency having 
primary subject matter interest and 
forward the information, with 
appropriate recommendations, to 
that agency for a classification 
determination. 


Government Disinformation—Or Fraud? 


So, under the above-cited Executive 
Order, if the NSA could not determine 
whether the document was genuine, they 
should have sent it to the Director of the 
Information Security Oversight Office for a 
determination. It would appear, however, 
that the NSA had failed to do this. 

On April 8, 1987, I delivered to Sena- 
tor Domenici’s Roswell (New Mexico) office 
another letter, once again requesting his 
assistance in getting to the bottom of this 
document. However, this time the NSA 
phoned the Senator’s office and stated that 
my letter dealt with “National Security 
Policy” as written and that they would like 
me to rewrite my letter. I informed the 
Senator’s office that I would be more than 
happy to rewrite the letter just as soon as 
the NSA informed me, in writing, what they 
wanted me to take out. I never got a re- 
sponse or any acknowledgment from either 
the Senator’s office or the NSA. 

On June 21, 1987, an article was run 
in the Roswell Daily Record concerning my 
contacts with Senator Domenici’s office over 
the Snowbird Document. This article was 
the result of efforts from my executive of- 
ficer and adjutant to force my retirement 
from the U.S. Army after twenty years’ ser- 
vice. For the next twelve months, my life was 
to become a living hell. But that’s another 
story and, hopefully, another book. 

I called Senator Domenici’s office on 
August 5, 1987, and asked for the status of 
my April 8 letter. I was informed by a Mr. 
Marco Caceras that the NSA really did not 
want response to my letter. However, Mr. 
Caceras stated that he would check into the 
matter. In a letter from the Senator’s office 
dated August 24, 1987 (see docs. 4-17 and 
418), I received a copy of the interim re- 
sponse from the NSA. According to that re- 
sponse, the NSA had only received my let- 
teron August 5, 1987. On October 9, Sena- 
tor Domenici’s office sent me a copy of the 
response they had received from the NSA. 
In the NSA’s response, that agency refused 
to answer any of my questions concerning 
the validity of the Snowbird Document. 
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On January 4, 1988, once again I 
wrote the Senator’s office requesting his 
assistance in getting someone to either con- 
firm as genuine, or repudiate as a hoax, the 
Snowbird Document. To date, I have not 
received a response from either the 
Senator’s office or the NSA. On January 17, 
1989, I called Senator Domenici’s office for 
the last time concerning my January 4 let- 
ter. I was informed that the NSA was not 
going to respond to my letter because my 
request involved “a matter of National Se- 
curity Policy.” 

If classified information is “leaked” 
to the public, it becomes “compromised.” 
When this happens, the following action is 
to be taken, as outlined in AR 380-5, para- 
graph 2-210a: 


a. The original classifying authority, 
upon learning that a loss or pos- 
sible compromise of specific classi- 
fied information has occurred, 
shall prepare a written damage 
assessment and: 

1. Reevaluate the information 
involved and determine whether 
(a) its classification should be 
continued without change; (b) the 
specific information, or parts 
thereof, should be modified to 
minimize or nullify the effects of 
the reported compromise and the 
classification retained; (c) declassi- 
fication, downgrading, or upgrad- 
ing is warranted; and (d) counter- 
measures are appropriate and 
feasible to negate or minimize the 
effect of the compromise. 

2. Give prompt notice to all holders 
of such information when the 
determination is within categories 
(b), (c), or (d) of subparagraph 1, 
above. 


In addition, paragraph 2-207b of AR 
380-5 states: 


...If mere knowledge of the exist- 
ence of the item of equipment or 
object would compromise or nullify 
its national security advantage, its 


Government Disinformation—Or Fraud? 


existence would warrant classifica- 
tion. 


Could it be that the U.S. Government 
is test-flying recovered “alien” aircraft? If not, 
why not simply tell me that the Snowbird 
Document is a hoax and put an end to my 
questioning? Why does the NSA consider my 
letters to Senator Domenici’s office a mat- 
ter of “National Security Policy”? But re- 
member, validation of the Snowbird Docu- 
ment by the U.S. Government would be an 
admission that we have recovered “alien” 
aircraft! 

Could it be that the Snowbird docu- 
ment is genuine and that the government 
does not wish to acknowledge it as such due 
to the National Security reasons stated 
above? Is it possible that the document is 
disinformation by some government 
agency? 

The answers to those questions can 
only be provided by the U.S. Government. 
The agencies of the government to which I 
have written continue to remain noncom- 


mittal. 
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Doc. 4-1a Alleged MJ-12 Briefing Document, 
Nov 18, 1952 
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BRIEPING DOCUMENT: OPERATION MAJESTIC 12 


PREPARED POR PRESIDENT-ELECT DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER: (EYES ONLY) 


18 NOVEMBER, 1952 


4ARNING! This is a TOP SECRET - EYES ONLY document containing 


compartmentalized information easentia) to the national security 


of the United States. EYES ONLY ACCESS to the matervial herein 


is strictly pines to those paeeenning Majestic-l2 clearance 
level, Reproduction in any form or the taking of written or 
mechanically transcribed notes ia strictly forbidden. 
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Doc. 4-1b Alleged MJ-12 Briefing Document, COPY ONE OF ONE, 
Nov 18, 1952 — — 


EYES ONLY 


SUBJECT: OPERATICN MAJESTIC-12 PRELIMINARY PRIEFING FOR 
PRESIDENT-ELECT EISENHOWER. 


-°C'™MENT PREPARED 18 NOVEMBER, 1952. 
BRIEPING OFPICER: ADM. ROSCOE H. HILLENKOETTER (MJ-1) 


ed as a preliminary briefing. 


NOTE: This document haa been prepar 
roductory to a full operation 


only. It should be regarded as int 
vriefing intended to follow. 


eee # © @ 


OPERATION MAJESTIC-12 is a TOP SECRET F.esearch and Development/ 4 
Intelligenoe operation responsible directly and only to the 

President of the United States. Operatiions of the a be are | 
carried out under control of the Majestic-12 (Majic-12) Group 7 
which was established by special class:.fied executive order of 7 
President Truman on 24 September, 1947, upon recommendation by 7 
Dr. Vannevar 8ush and Secretary James Vorrestal. (See Attachnel 
"aA", ) Members of the Majestic-12 Grou) were designated as folld 


Adm. Roscoe H. Hillenkoetter 

Dr. Vannevar Bush 

Secy. James V. Porrestal* 

Gen. Nathan F. Twining 

Gen. Hoyt S. Vandenb:rg 

Dr. Detlev Bronk : 
Dr. Jerome Hunsaker : ; 
Mr. Sidney -W. Souers 

Mr. Gordon Gray 

Dr. Donald Menzel 

Gen. Robert M. Montague 

Dr. Lloyd V. Berkner 


The death of Secretary Forrestal on 22 May, 1949, created 

a vacancy which remained unfilled until Ol August, 1950, upon 
which date Gen. Walter B. Smith was designated as permanent 
replacement. 
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On 24 June, 1947, a civilian pilot flying over the Cascade 
Mountains in the State of Washington 2bseerved nine flying 
disc-shaped aircraft traveling in formation at a high rate 

of sveed. Although this was not the first known sighting 

of such objects, it was the firet to  zain widespread attention 
in the public media. Hundreds of reports of sightings of 
similar objects followed. Many of these came from highly 
credible military and civilian sources. These reports res- 
ulted in independent efforts by severnl different elements 

of the military to ascertain the nature and purpose of these 
objeats in the interests of national defense. A number of 
witnesses were interviewed and there were several unsuccessful 
- attempts to utilize aircraft in efforts to pursue reported 
disos in flight. Public reaction borcered on near hysteria 


at times. 


In svite of these efforts, little of substance was learned 
about the objecta until a local rancher reported that one 
had crashed in a remote region of New Mexico located approx- 
imately seventy-five miles northwest of Roswell Army Air 
Base (now Walker Field). 


On O7 July, 1947, a secret operation was begun to assure 
recovery of the wreckage of this object for scientific study. 
During the course of this operation, aerial reconnaissance 
discovered that four small human-like beings had apparently 
ejected from the craft at some point before it exploded. 
These had fallen to earth about two miles east of the wrecknge 
site. All four were dead and badly decomposed due to action 
by predators and exposure to the elements during the approx- 
imately one week time period which had elapsed before their 
discovery. A especial soientifio team took charge of removing 
these bodies for study. (See Attachment "C",) The wreckage 
of the oraft was also removed to several different locations. 
(See Attachment "B".) Civilian and military witnesses in 
uve Case net and news reporters were given the 
weather research eatioonc PES SUOR SS ae VER S MEaRLeNe 
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A need for as much additional information am vomsible about 
these craft, their nerformance characteristics and their 
purpose led to the undertaking known as U.S. Air Force Proje 
SIGN in December, 1947. In order to preserve security, lias 
batween SIGN and Majestic-12 waa limited to two individuals 
within the Intellirence Division of Air Materiel Command who 
role was to pase along certain types of information through 
channela. SIGN evolved into Project GRUDGE in December, 1948 


On O06 December, 1950, a second object, probably of similar 
oririn, impacted the earth at high Speed in the Fl Tndio - 
Guerrero area of the Texas — Mexican hoder after following 
a lonx trajectory through the atmosphere. By the time a 

search team arrived, what remained of the object had been al 
totally incinerated. Such material as could be recovered was 


transported to the A.E.C. facility at Sandia, New Mexico, for 
etudy. 


Implications for the National Security are of continuing in- 
portance in that the motives and ultimate intentions of these 
visitors remain completely unknown. In addition, a signific 
upsurge in the surveillance activity of these craft beginning 
in May and continuing through the autunn of this year has ca 
conaiderable concern that new developments.may be imminent. 
Tt ie for these reasons, 48 wall as the obvious international. 
and tachnoloerical considerations and the ultimate need to 
avoid aA public panic at all costs, that the Majestic-12 Group 
remains of the unanimous Opinion that imposition of the 


ruption into the new adminiatration. At the same time, con- 
tinvency plan MJ-1949-04P/78 (Top Secret - Ryes Only) should 
he held in continued readiness should the need to make a 

public announcement Present itself. (See Attachment "o",) 
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A covert analytical effort organized by Gen. Twining and 

Dr. Rush acting on the direct orders ov the President, res-~ 
ulted in a preliminary concensus (19 September, 1947) that 
the diac was most likely a short range reconnaissance craft. 
Thia conclusion was based for the most part on the craft's 
size and the apparent lack of any ddenvifiable provisioning. 
(See Attachment "D".) A similar analyuis of the four dead 
occupants was arranged by Dr. Bronk. <t was the tentative 
conclusion of this group (30 November, 1947) that althourh 
these creaturea are human-like in appeurance, the biological 
and evolutionary processes responsible for their development 
“han apparently been quite different from those observed or 
nostulated in homo-eapiens. Dr. Bronk's team has suggested 
the term "Extra-terrestrial Biological Entities", or "ENEs", 
be adopted as the standard tern of reference for these 
creatures until such time as a more devinitive designation 


can be agreed upon. 


3ince it 13s virtually certain that these craft do not origin- 
ate in any country on earth, considerable speculation has 
centered around what their point of origin might be and how 
they get here. Mars was and remains & possibility, although 
some scientists, most notably Dr. Menzel, consider it more 
likely that we are dealing with beings from another solar 
syatem entirely. . 


Numerous examples of what appear to: be-a form of writing . 
were found in the wreckage. Efforts to decipher these have 
remained largely unsuccessful. (See Attachment "E".) 
Equally unsuccessful have been efforts to determine the 
method of propulsion or the nature or method of transmission 
of the power source involved. Research along these lines 
hae been complicated by the complete absence of identifiable 
wings, propellers, jets, or other conventional methods of 
propulsion and fuidance, as well] as a total lack of metallic 
wiring, vacuum tubes, or similar recopnizable *lectronic 
an eee ia Attachment "P",) It ia assumed that the 
propulsion un was completel 

rey ceuacd’ Che oto y destroyed by the explosion 
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FNUMERATION OF ATTACHMENTS: 


*ATTACHMENT "A"........-Special Classified Executive 
Order #992447. (TS/EO) 


"ATTACHMENT "B",......-Operation Majestic-12 Status 
Report #1, Part A. %3Q'NOV '47, 
(TS-MAJI[C,’E0 ) eas 


“ATTACHMENT "C".......-Operation Majestic-l2 Status 
Report #1, Part B. 30 NOV '47. 


(TS-MAJ[C/EO ) 


*ATTACHMENT "D",.......Oparation Majestic-l2 Preliminary 
Analytical Report. 19 SEP '47, 
(TS-MAJ [C/E ) 


*ATTACHMENT "E".......-Operatiun Majeatic-12 Blue Team 
: Report #5. 30 JUN '52. 
(TS-MAJ [C/EO ) 


“ATTACHMENT "P",,......Operation Majeatic-l2 Status 
Report #2, 31 JAN '48. 
(TS=MAJ=.C/EO ) 


"ATTACHMENT "G"........Operation Majestic-12 Contingency 
Plan MJ--1949-04P/78: 31 JAN '49, 
(TS-MAJI:C/E0 ) 


*ATTACHMENT "H".eceee.eOperation Majestic-12, Maps and 


Photogre.phs Polio (Extractions), 
(TS-MAJ1C/EO ) 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 


WASHINGTON 


September 24, 19L7. 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSF. 


Dear Secretary Forrestal 


As per our recent conversation on this matter, 


you are hereby authorized to proceed with all due 
speed and caution upon your undertaking. Hereafter 
this matter shall be referred to only as Operation 


Majestic Twelve. : 


It continues to be my feeling that any future 
considerations relative to the ultimate disposition 
of this matter should rest solely with the office 
of the President following approprizte discussions 
with yourself, Dr. Bush and the Director of Central 


Intelligence. 


Y one 


Caan Doc. 4-1h Alleged MJ-12 Briefing Document, 
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Jaly 14, 195% © 


ME‘ORAMUY FO: So. SRAL TWINING 
SUBJBC: MSC/MJ~12 Special Stuctes Project 


The President has deeided tt 2 fing * 
showld tale place tis divee schedaret iat Tou 
intardeat July 16, rat tnen felloving it as eviousiy 
sole « More precise arrangements will be explaines t f 

pon arrival. Please alter your Plans accordingly, . 


Your eancurr 
i Pret bg ence in the above change of errangenents 


ROBERT 
Pecial Assistant 
to the President 


UoPy 
from H 
THE NATICHAL ARCHIVES | 


Record S529 to, BA, S41, Reecrés wt 33: 


ucddquartars United 
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od 
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D Facsimile . D Priority 0 SECRET fos 
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Doc. 4-2a FBI Airtel Message, Oct 25, 1988 J UNCLAS EF TO 


© UNCLAS 
“SE Be ET 10/25/88 


DIRECTOR, FBI 


Hy SI 
FROM: . SAC, DALLAS (65C-) (P) For: yo are 


(SEC MATERIAL 
ATTACHED ) 


SLLJECT: UNSUB(S); 
POSSIBLE DISCLOSURE OF_ 
CLASSIFIE NFORMATION “REGARDING 
OPERAT JESTIC-12; 
ESP-X 
oo: D s 


This communication ‘is classified “sEpher™ in i 
entirety. ae 


Enclosed for the Bureau is an envelope which contai 
é possible classified document. * 


On September 15, 1988, 
OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS (0S 
contacted the Dallas FBI with 
received the docums t SeAes 


ave it to him, claiming he 


(05 - FI ad b 


Classified G3? SS 
Declassif H OADR. In S 
2 ner 3 ix: 


s 


(Z.- Bureau (Enc. 1) ' 
é ice 


Approved: Transmitted = ts«éPl@ 
. (Number) (Time) m4 


U.S. GPO. 1687 - 


e = = i a ch ay 
. [_Doc. 4-26 FBI Airtel Message, Oct 25, 1988] ) ) = 


¥ 


. SE ET : 


DL 65C- 


Dallas notes that within the last six weeks, ther 
fas been local publicity regarding “OPERATION MAJESTIC-}? 
“ith at least two appearances on a local radio talk show, 
discussing the MAJESTIC-12 OPERATION, the individuals involved 
and.the Government's attempt to keep it all secret. It j 
unknown if this is all part of a publicity campaign. 


EEE fron OSI, advises that “OPERATION BLUE BOOK,! 
nentio: an the document on page 4 did exist. 
Dallas realizes that the purported document is over 


35 years old, but does not know if it has been properly 
declassified. . 


REQUEST OF THE BUREAU 


—S 


The Bureau is requested to discern if the document 
is still classified. Dallas will hold any investigation i 
abeyance until further direction from FBIHQ. : 


2* 


ete ee LF 8 Dhrattmeess OF sustice rw 4 


. PROT EAL BUREAU OF INVEDNIC RIO’. ; 0.4260 
( COM IRIAN rT ASE EI ) a 
x i 
ela rt ROUTINE 
Ee RRL Re OS SO a NE Oe PT APE TES OE, . 
; ‘ = . ms 
"FM DIRECTOR FBI ; 7 


_\70 FBI DALLAS {bSC-NEU} ROUTINE 
ike: 
NSUB(S)%, POSSIBLE DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 
REGARDING OPERATIONGAJESTIC~32% ESPIONAGE=X% 00? DALLAS. 
Lantiate 
THIS COMMUNICATION IS CLASSIFIED “SEQRBI™ IN ITS ENTIRETY. 
REFERENCE DALLAS AIRTEL DATED OCTOBER 25. 3988. 


REFERENCED AABIEE REQUESTED THAT FBIH@ DETERMINE IF THE” 
_ DOCUMENT ENCLOSED BY REFERENCED AIRTEL WAS CLASSIFIED OR NOT. 
THE OFFICE OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS, U- S- AIR FORCE, 
. \DVISED ON NOVEMBER 30. 2988. THAT THE DOCUMENT WAS FABRICATED. 
, CUPIES OF THAT DOCUMENT HAVE BEEN DISTRIBUTED TO VARIOUS PA 1S a 


F THE UNITED STATES- THE DOCUMENT IS COMPLETELY BOGUS. 
DALLAS IS TO CLOSE CAPTIONED INVESTIGATION. 


+ w=30 (Rev. 1-17-68) 
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FBI 


TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: 

C Teletype © Immediate 0 TOP SECRET 

C) Facsimile OO Priority (0 SECRET 

® AIRTEL DO Routine () CONFIDENTIAL 
(J UNCLASEFTO 
© UNCLAS 


Date__ 10/31/91 


DIRECTOR, FBI 


| 


FROM f C, SALT LAKE CITY (65-0) 


i SUBJEC' 1 MAJESTIC-12; 
| ESP-xX 


| This communication is classified "co NTIAL" in 
its entirety. . 


te Re Secure telcalls between SSA 
Salt Lake City, and SSA 
and 10/30/91. 


j Enclosed for FBIHQ is the below mentioned 9-page 
i document dated 11/18/52. 


Request of the Bureau: 


Pursuant to instructions relayed from DAD H.B.. 
BRANDON III via referenced secure telcall on 10/30/91, INTD, 
' Section CI-2 should attempt to determine any DOD interest in 
i the enclosed document. 


te. 


© - Bureau (Enc. 1) 
1 - SU (65-0) 


Approved: Transmitted 


(Number) (Time) 


Oct 31, 1991 

91, an individual 

elephonically contacted 

City Division and spoke with the duty Agent, < 
; ified himself as an employee 


At leti0 p 
identifying himself as 
the Salt Lake 


; Pee acVised 
SA SHEP <nat while walking through the lobby 1s Place of 
employment on the morning of 10/18/91, he found the enclosed 
document lying on the lobby floor. MED «vate that he read 
the document and due to the nature of the contents thereof, 
decided to contact the FBI. During the early afternoon of 
10/35/93, Qe cel ivered the enclosed document to the 
receptionist in the Salt Lake City Field Office. 


. ... Salt Lake City indices are negative on 
na A review of public source records revealed the é 
ollowing information: : : 


Based upon the contents of the document and the 
manner in which it was recovered, Salt Lake City initially 
dismissed the document and its classification markings as a 
hoax. In an effort to determine possible DOD interest in the 
unusual document, via referenced secure telcall on 10/25/91, 
Sst Sy was provided with a synopsis of the contents of 


the enclosed document, with a request 
through his DOD contacts any DOD inte 


J MAJEST Ices", U.S. AIR FORCE "PROJE 


MUSE. 
eee 


or him to determine 


in mebbbiolo! 
"or “PROJECT 
SEE, 


b< 


65-0 
Paencearcan , 
“pop r de to ssa ae 
Based upon DOD representations mac 
- which, incredibly, tended to buttress a portion of the ‘ 


i DAD BRANDON on . 
document, he discussed this matter with : : 
10/30/91. Based upon those DOD comments cape mip rie Ss 
instructions, Salt Lake City is submitting t Dee eteaiive 
document to FBIHQ in order for the latter to. meer} Fee ee the 
any DOD interest in the enclosed document which s 
three above-mentioned code name operations. 


this airtel is 
Editorial comment: The fact that 
dated on ua viodeen day is purely coincidental; it could have 
heen worse. and dated on the first of April.) 


BY LIAISON 
Doc. 4-5 FBI Letter to U.S.A.F. OSI, Nov 15, A Be se] 
1991 an 


ee November 15, 1991 


“ Commander 
' Office of Special Investigations 
Department of the Air Force x 
<- Bolling Air Force Base 
vvi. Washington, D.C. 


From: ~' Harry B. Brandon, III, Acting Assistant Director 
‘ Intelligence Division 


Subject: -POSSIBLE UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OF CLASSIFIED 
.. INFORMATION RELATING TO "OPERATIOW/MAJESTIC 12" 


For your information, our Bureau recently recovered what m 
possibly be a classified document, dated November 18, 1952, relating 
+0 “OPERATION MAJESTIC 12." The document indicates that this project 
related to sightings/recovery of extra-terrestrial aircraft. 


It is noted that although this document may represent some 
ctype of hoax, it is our responsibility to insure that all incidents 
-avolving the mishandling of classified data receive adequate 
investigative attention. Therefore, we request that your agency 
etcempt to ascertain the originator and/or the current Classification 


of the enclosed document. Your cooperation in this matter is 
appreciated. 


; The Point of Contact for this matter is, Supervisory Special 
Agent Sar as Intelligence Division, 
Fecerai Bureau of Inves nme iy 


+igetion Headquarters, STU III 


oe: | (elt 07 


Instant requests assistance from the OSI in this ' 
macter. . ; 


Ensesvce 


—,. 


y é 
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Doc. 4-6a U.S.AF. Intelligence Service Letter 
with Encls., Jan 25, 1983 
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


NT ADOUARTERS AR FORZE NTLLLCENZE Staves 
FORT BELVOR wRlru 27505 


25 January 1983 
a Possible Unauthorized Release of Classified Material 
ag 


“INSA (MSgt Heldman) 
* DA 


1. Per our telephone Conversation today, I am forwarding Hr Robert Todd's 
FOIA request along with the AFOSI message for determination as to 
Classification level. 


As you can see, Mr Todd retyped the message "for easier 
reading.” I have talked to AFOSI/DADF, Nadine Dulacki. According to her, 


they did not release the message to Mr Todd nor does she know how it came into 


his possession, Maj Kilikauskas (AFSAC/INOB, 664-4488) has looked at the 
message and he feels that it is a fake for several reasons: 


“a. There never has been an office within AFSAC (or 7602nd) with the 
symbol INS, INSR; or IT, 


b. There has never been a "Capt Grace" (or anyone with the surname 
Grace) assigned to AFSAC, 


c. The purported ima 
AFOSI's mission. 


interpreters. 


gery interpretation done is Outside AMSAC’s eng 
Further, AFSAC has no individuals who are photo 


d. The term WNINTEL is spelled phonetically on each occurrence. OSI 
should certainly be familiar with the Correct spelling, Further, the 
document is replete with grammatical errors, typing errors, and in 
general, makes no sense, , 


e. The document fs not in the standard, accepted format for clessified 
“messages. ; 


Neither Maj Kilikauskas nor Mr Nehlig (who has worked in AFSAC many years) 
remember hearing of a "Project Aquarius.” Further, Maj Kilikauskas had no 
idea if the information Purportedly supplied by this Capt Grace is, in fact, 
classified at the Secret/WNINTEL level, 


He sugoests that both NASA and Coast 
and Geodetic Survey be contacted to see if they have an interest jin the 
message. 


2 Finally, I have talked to Mr Ear] Mid: 
remembers a FOIA request that his office 
message similar to this one, 


originated. He thinks perhap 
forvarded a copy of the Todd 


Walker and Mr Middaugh 
ocument, 


we will regard the document @s Clessified. 
/s/ 
,|SUSAN COOKSEY—__ 


-2 Atch 
| Documentation Management Branch : 1. Todd Request 
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Doc. 4-6b U.S.AF. Intelligence Service Letter 
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€ @bowl ony wndividws! wniens tne pero b inform 


more. — 16.8 nonin, 


PLIS VOLUNTARY: Tae SSN when used wi! be wore 108 posstun sEentificotion Of Ihe indivieue! Jt will not be wire Jor any 
pose, 


QUERY INFORMATION 


(05 suc 82 13335 | TSGT BAHLER AFIS/PA NA 
REREIVER. ODM (also known as KPIX-IV ch. 5 dis: 
‘Me BOB Peters/ KPIX Radio/ San Francisco/(415) 765-8968 


DESCRIFTION OF OUKRY 


1. Location of a Capt Grace of the 7602nd now known as AFSAC. (first name 


2. . AFSAC's involvement in UFO's. (investigations, etc) 


r 


3. Wes a research center in Rockville, Md actually a cover for AFSAC's UFO studie 
as indicated by Capt. Grace? 
LESAC's involvement in a Proje 
wCSPONSE 


1. Location unlmown(he was not part of any organizational chart) plus I could not 
release that information over the phone. 


2. Stated: the official Air Force position on UFO's and to the best of 
denied AFSAC's participation in any UFO stidies. 


3. Restated #2. 


may knowled 


4. Stated I had pever heard of the Project. 


Mr Peters was not satisfied with all replys and asked for a Superior that he might! 
with, I refered him to Capt Malesich,AFSAC/Ce = 664-6341. I then went to brief 

and Col Bale, AFSAC/CV. Col Bele made appropriate response and then contacted (sf 
Gue to the fact Mr. Peters had a possibly classified message in his hanis fron "tz 
Grace". The msg was sent from Bolling AFOSI, DIG 2920392 Nov 80 - 7602nd was an in 


address. Mr Peters was satisfied with Col Bele's tTesponse and appeared to be very 
cooperetive(at least to 4 point). 


“ SOURCE OF RESPONSE COORDINATION 
PRONE NO. Orrice sympor .|orrice sympot ; 


MAME | rHowe wo. 
664-2228 AFIS/PA 


- TIME 


»? en es 

7 ATA - 
: od 
RITZEYVi RUFLOJA9136 » . 84 NOV IS80 \. 


Doc. 4-6c U.S.A-F. Intelligence Service Letter 
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4 . 

see FOR AFOSL ONLY 0 : : o 
#1711302 NOV 80 =~ 

tM HQ AFOSI BOLLING AFB DC, ,/1VOE 

10 SUWIFBA AFOSL DIST 17 KIRTLAND APB Ni’, BLD 
INU 7602 AINTELG FT BELVOIR VA/, INSR 

Seen FOR AFOSI ONLY 

REP: REQUEST FOR PHOTO IMAGERY INTERPRETATION YOUR MSG 2920302 OCT wO. 

SUBJECT CASE NR: 8017D93-126 HQ CR 44 ; 

1}, SUBJECT NEGATIVES/FILM WERE ANALYZED BY HQ IVT AND 7602 AINTELG, IT AND THE 
FOLLOWING RESULTS WERE FOUND: 

A. TEGATIVE #13 DEPLICTING C-5A AIRCRAFT ON APPROACH AND STREAKING UNIDENTIFIED 
WRIAL OBJECT IN LOWE? RIGHT PORTLON OF FILM. FILM FUUND ‘10. BE: UNALTERED, SIZE 
DIFFERENTIAL WAS NOT CONSISTENT WITH SIZE OF AIRCRAFT. CONCLUSION: — INCONCLUSIVE 
B NEGATIVE #2; DEPLICTING CYLINDER SHAPED UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL OBJECT IN UPPER 
EFT PORTION OF PHOTO. FILM FOUND TO BE UNALTERED. FILM SHOWED OBJECT TO BE 
COSISTENT WITH FIELD DEPH AND' CONSISTENT WITH RELATIVE SIZE OF FLED OBJECTS. 
VOLUSION: LEGITIMATE NEGATIVE OF UNIDENTIFIED: AERIAL OBJECT. BOLTON, RETNFELD 
“E1HOD DID NOT REVEAL VISIBLE MARKINGS ON OBJECT. 

Ge HEGATIVE #3: DEPLICTING LQREGULAR SHAPED UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL OBJECT IN 

SVEN FRAMES OF 8M FILM. BECAUSE’ OF. THE SIZE AND APPARENT SPEED OF OBJECT 

0 FURTHER CLASSIFICATION OR CONCLUSION COULD BE DRAWN. FILM SHOWN TO BE 
UiALTERED,, & 

Oot INCHES OF 8M FILM: DEPLICTING APPARENT COLOMED UBJECT MOVING “IN FRONT 

UP STL CAMERA, FILM POUND "TO. BE UNALTERED, SPRCTROGHARTY HeVEAL cD COLORES "ho 
Ui BASIC PRISM FEATURES. DEPTH ANALYSIS REVEALED OBJECT ‘TU BE WITLLN 152MM OF 
(NERA. OBJECT WAS NOT CONGISTENT WITH RELATIVE SIZE OF FIXED OBJECTS OBSERVED 
POR SEVERAL SECONDS IN FILM. CONCLUSION: INCONCLUSIVE. 

B ORIGINAL, NEGATIVE DEPLICTING UNIDENTIFIED OBJECT. FILM FOUND TO BE UNALTERED. 


2, REF YOUR REQUEST FOR FURTHER INFORMATION REGARDING HQ CR 44, THE FOLLOWING 

IS PROVIDED: CAPT GRACE 7602 AINTELG, INS CONTACTED AND RELATED FOLLOWING: (S/WINTEL) 
USAF WO LONGER PUBLICLY ACTIVE IN: UFO RESEARCH, HOWEVER USAF STILL HAS INTEREST 

IN ALL UFO SIGHTINGS OVER USAF INSTALLATION, TEST RANGES. SEVERAL OTHER GOVERNMENT 
MENCIES, LEAD BY NASA, ACTIVELY INVESTIGATES LEGITIMATE SIGHTINGS THROUGH COVERT 

QWER. (S,WINTEL,'FSA) ONE SUCH COVER IS UFO REPORTING CENTER, US COAST AND GEODETIC 
SURVEY, ROCKVILLE, MD 20852. NASA FILTERS RESUi.TS OF SIGHTINGS TO APPROPRIATE 

MLIT-2” DEPARTMENTS WITH INTEREST IN THAT PARTICULAR SIGHTING. THi OFFICIAL 
GOVERMENT POLICY AND RESULTS OF PROJECT AQUARIUS IS STILL CLASSiF LED TOP SECRET 
PMITH NO DISSEMINATION OUTSIDE OFFICLAL INTELLIGHICE CHANNELS AND WITH RESTRICTED 
BLESS TO "MJ TWELVE". CASH ON LENINEWI'TZ 15 BELG MONLIOREL BY NASA INS, WHO >, 
MUEST ALL FUTURE EVIDENCE Bk FORWARDED ‘NO ‘iil THRU AFOSL, IVOE. —— 
4 REF YOUR REQUEST FOR ‘TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE. BrCAUSE OF A CHANCE OF PUBLIC 
DISCLOSURE, NO KNOWLEDGEABLE PERSONNEL WITH SPA Wild. BE PROVIDED. CONTINUE ‘TO RECELVE 
ISSISTAICE PROM LNDTVIDUALS MENTIONED IN YGUR MESS. Hy MILLER, FUGATE. | BECAUSE. OFF 

ME SENSITIVITY OF CASE, REQUEST THEY BE ‘THOROUGHLY DEBRIEEPED CAT REGULAR INTERVALS. 

BIS . oe 

IHkIs - | 
DWNGRADE 1 7NOVZ020 
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NATIONAL. SECURITY AGENCY 
CENTRAL SECURITY SERVICE 


FORT GEORGE G. MEADE, MARYLAND 20755-6000 


Doc. 4-7a NSA Letter, Apr 15, 1986 


Serial: J9014C 


“45 APR 1986 


This responds to your letter of 7 March 1986 in which you 
further narrowed your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request 
for records pertaining to Project Aquarius. 


The document located in response to your request as stated 
in your 7 March letter has been reviewed by this Agency as 
required by the FOIA and has been found to be currently and 
properly classified in accordance with Executive Order 12356. 
This document meets the criteria for classification as set forth 
in subparagraphs 2, 4, and 8 of section 1.3 and remains 
classified TOP SECRET as provided in section 1.1 of Executive 
Order 12356. The document is classified because its disclosure 
could reasonably be expected to cause exceptionally grave damage 
to the national security. Because the document is currently and 
properly classified, it is exempt from disclosure pursuant to 
the first exemption of the FOLIA (5S U.S.C. section 552(b)(1)). 


In addition, this Agency is authorized by various statutes 
to protect certain informaticn concerning its activities. We 
have determined that such information exists in this document. 
Accordingly, those portions are also exempt from disclosure 
pursuant to the third exemption of the FOIA which provides for 
the withholding of information specifically protected from 
disclosure by statute. The specific statutes applicable in this 
case are Title 18 U.S. Code 798; Title 50 U.S. Code 403(d)(3); 
and Section 6, Public Law 86-36 (50 U.S. Code 402 note). 


No portion of the information is reasonably segregable. 


Since your request has been denied, you are hereby advised 
of this Agency's appeal procedures. 


Any person denied access to information may, within 45 days 
after notification of the denial, file an appeal to the NSA/CSS 
Freedom of Information Act Appeal Authority. The appeal shall 
be in writing addressed to the NSA/CSS FOIA Appeal Authority, 
National Security Agency, Fort George G. Meade, MD 20755-6000. 


Serial: J9014C 


The appeal shall reference the initial denial of access and 
shall contain, in sufficient detail and particularity, the 
grounds upon which the requester believes release of the 
information is required. The NSA/CSS Appeal Authority shall 
respond to the appeal within 20 working days after receipt. 


In your letter, you take exception to the amount requested 
by this Agency for manpower and computer search fees to process 
your original request for all information on Project Aquarius. 
Please be advised that NSA search and duplication fees are 
computed in accordance with guidance promulgated in sections 
6-201 and 6-202 of DoD Directive 5400.7-R. 


_Sincere y, 
} t ! , 
ea Affe 
ae c . 
JULIA B. WETZE 
Director, of Policy 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE. 


WASHINGTON, 0.C 20330-5025 


[ Doc. 4-9 U.S.AF. Letter, Feb 11, 1986 


11 February 1986 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell NM 88201 


Dear Mr. Stone 

We are in receipt of your letter dated 7 February 1986. 

We cannot render an opinion on the record you enclosed. We can 
tell you it was not released from this office as a result of a 


Freedom of Information Act request. 


We have no records relating to the projects listed in your 


letter. 


ANNE W. TURNER 
HQ USAF Freedom of 
Information Manager 


\ [ Doc. 4-10 NASA Letter, Feb 18, 1986 


National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration 


Washington, D.C. 
20546 


Reply to Atnot LB February 18, 1986 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 


Dear Mr. Stone: 
This is in response to your letter of February 7, 1986, pursuant 
_to the Freedom of Information Act, requesting NASA's "opinion as 
to the validity of the attached document marked TOP SECRET." You 
also requested any information NASA might have on the following: 
"1. PROJECT SIGMA 
"2. PROJECT SNOWBIRD 
"3. PROJECT ORCON" 
The document that was attached to your letter does not contain 
sufficient identification to permit any opinion of its 


authenticity. 


A search of the NASA Security Office files has revealed no 
information on Projects SIGMA, SNOWBIRD, or ORCON. 


Sincerel 

1 °3 Vs ) 2 
Klbce sae 
Lillian R. Levy 


Freedom of Information 
Act Officer 


Doc. 4-11 U.S.AF. OSI Letter, Feb 27, 1986 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


HEADQUARTERS AIR FORCE OFFICE OF SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS 
BOLLING AIR FORCE BASE, OC 20332-6001 


FEB 27 1996 


Mr Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E, Tilden 
Roswell NM 88201 


Dear Mr Stone 


. 
This 1s in response to your Freedom of Information Act request of 7 February 
1986. 


Access to files within the Air Force Office of Special Investigations (AFOSI) 
is through a computerized index maintained by the Defense Investigative 
Service. This index known as the Defense Central Index of Investigations 
(DCIL) identifies investigative records held by any Department of Defense 
component and is not restricted to AFOSI files. A search of the DCII 
disclosed no record of AFOSI maintaining any files identifiable with “PROJECT 
SIGMA, PROJECT SNOWBIRD, AND PROJECT ORCON". 


AFOSI cannot attest to the validity of the document which was provided with 
your letter dated 7 February 1986, 


Sincerely 


CTs, aa 


CECIL W. FRY, SA 
Chief, Information Loc Division 
Directorate of Administration 


Doc. 4-12 DIA Letler, Feb 27, 1986 


DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 


WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20301 


U-3,355/RTS-1 27 February 1986 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 €. Tilden 
Roswell, New Mexico 88201 


Dear Requester: 


This is to inform you that we are in receipt of your FOIA/PA request 
dated 7 February 1986. 


As a result of the large number of FOIA/PA requests received by the 
Defense Intelligence Agency some delay tay be encountered in 
processing your request. We solicit your patience and understanding 
and assure you that your request will be processed as soon as 
possible. 


Your request has been assigned case num>er g}99-86. Please refer 
to this case number in all future correspondence to us. 


Sincerely, 
te J) ‘ hs 


ROBERT C. HARDZ0G 
Freedom of Information Act 


DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 
DEFENSE TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTER 
CAMERON STATION 
ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 22204-6145 


oe 
Doc. 4-13 Defense Logistics Agency, Mar 4, 
B 1986 
ot 


REFER TO 


DTIC-L 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 


Dear Mr. Stone: 


Reference your letter of 7 Feb 86 requesting information under the Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA). 


In response to your question concerning the classification of the document from 
which you forwarded a copy of a page, the Defense Technical Information Center 
(DTIC) cannot make this classification determination. You will have to return the 
document to the originator in order to obtain a classification evaluation. 


The enclosed bibliography identifies documents in the DLIC technical report 
collection related to projects Orcon, Orion, and Snowbird. You may obtain these 
reports from: 


National Technical Information Service (NTIS) 


Department of Commerce 
5285 Port Royal Road 
Springfield, VA 22161 


NTIS provides such reports to members of the general public. 


Sincerely, 


a S> 4, 
bates & Ee nd 
13 « f 
1 Encl “7 JEAN WILEY 7 
“ pTIC Freedom of Information 
Act Focal Point 


[ Doc. 4-14 DOD Letier, Mar6, 1986 | 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE. 
WASHINGTON 10.C. 20301-1400 


6 MAR 1986 


PUBLIC AFFAIRS Fei: &86-FOI-307 


Mr. Cliiford E, Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, Wa 882Ui 


Dear he. Stone: 


This is aa interim response to your February 7, 1986, 
Freedom cf Incormation Act reguest, received in this 
Direckurate ca @sbruary i6, i966. < 


Your request has been sorwarded to the cognizant Component 
within the Oc£ice cf the Secretary cé Defense/Organization 
of the Joint Chieés of Staiz (USD/OJCS) and is being processed 
as expeditiously, as possible As soon as all OSD/OJCS processing 
is complete, you will be prwvided a more substantive response. 


Even though your letter did not indicate a willingness to 
pay search and reproduction cests us teguired, your request is 
being processed es the costs are expected to be minimal. 


Showid you have questions pertaining to your request, 
please call one cL my action orficers at (202) 697-4026 and 
refer to the above "Ref" numbec. 


Siancecely, 


the 


Ww. i, McDona 
bit sector, Freedom of information , 
and Security Review 


Doc 4-15 DOD Letter, Mar 19, 1986 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTAN” SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
WASHINGTON 2.C. 20301-1400 


ng ur 
Ref: 6v-FuU1-307 


PUBLIC AFFAIRS 


lic. Clifford E. Stone 
142i E, Tilden 
Roswell, NM 6620i 


Dear ir. Stone: 


This replies te your February 7, 1986, Freedom of 
In£orination Act request whicn was received in tnis office on 
February ib, 1986. 


The Defense Advanced ax23eacch Projects Agency (DaRPA) has 
reviewed your reguesc. Reyarding Projects Orcon and Snowbird, 
the DAKPA reports taat they lave ao records concerning the twe 
projects, therefore they ure unable to provide an opinion as 
te the validity of tie decuaent attached to your reguest, The 
DARPA further repucts that they have no Project Sigina records, 
however, the £inal reports Cor the project are available at 
the wational Technical ingermation Service. The address is: 


National Tecanicel Lufurmation Service 
5285 Port Royal keaa 
Springfield, VA 22161 


Due tc the minimal coscs incurred, all fees are waived in 


this instance. 
Ze tl 


W. ti, ficDoneld 
Dicector, Freedom of Information 
aag Security Review 


Doc. 4-16a U.S. Sen. Domenici's Letter with 
Encl., Feb 10, 1987 


Wlnifed Diates Denatle 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 


February 10, 1987 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 East Tilden 
Roswell, New Mexico 88201 


Dear Clifford: 


Enclosed please find a copy of the response which I 
have received from the National Security Agency regarding 
your inquiries about UFO's. 


My staff mentioned that you have been in contact 
with them. I also understand that you did not receive 
my first letter to you in December. For that, i 
apologize - perhaps it was lost in the mail. 


I hope the response from the National Security Agency 
is satisfactory. If I can be of any further assistance, 
Please let me know. f 

My warmest personal regards. 


Pete V. Domenici 
United States Senator 


PVD/mc 
Enclosure 


Doc. 4-16b U.S. Sen. Domenici's Letter with 
Encl., Feb 10, 1987 
NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 
CENTRAL SECURITY SERVICE 


FORT GEORGE G. MEADE, MARYLAND 20755-6000 


Serial: Q4-112-87 


04 FEB 1987 


The Honorable Pete V. Domenici 

United States Senate 

ATTN: Marco Caceras 

Room 430 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 


Dear Senator Domenici: 


This responds to your letter to the Office of the 
Secretary, Department of Defense dated 19 December 1986 on 
behalf of your constituent, Mr. Clifford E. Stone (Enclosure 
1). Your letter has been directed to this Agency for response 
to you. 


The National Security Agency (NSA) has received numerous 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requests for information 
pertaining to UFO incidents. Our records show that Mr. Stone 
has submitted six such requests over the past 7 years. One of 
those requests was for the information mentioned in paragraph 2 
of his letter to you, the UFO incident at RAF Woodbridge Base. 
In our 1 February 1984 response to Mr. Stone (Enclosure 2), we 
notified him that the estimated manpower and computer search 
costs involved in locating records responsive to his request 
were $250.00. We advised him that, upon receipt of half that 
amount, a search would be made. Mr. Stone did not respond to 
our letter. 


Regarding the information in paragraph 1 of Mr. Stone's 
letter, we have no record of receiving an FOIA request for 
documents dealing with a UFO destruction of a Cuban MiG-23. 


Paragraph 3 of his letter asks for NSA analysis of the 
document he attached. It appears to be an Air Force document. 
The project names which are referenced, Sigma and Snowbird, are 
not NSA projects. We have no knowledge of the information 
contained in the document. 


The subject of paragraph 4, project Aquarius, has been the 
subject of numerous FOIA requests. Apparently there is or was 
an Air Force project by that name which dealt with UFOs. 
Coincidentally, there is also an NSA project by that name. The 
NSA project does not deal with UFOs. We believe that the 
confusion on this issue results from an FOIA request submitted 
by another person with interest in UFOs, Mr. Christian Lambright. 


Doc. 4-16¢ U.S. Sen. Domenic’s Letter with 
Encl, Feb 10, 1987 


Serial: Q4-112-87 


Mr. Lambright requested all information on the NSA project 
Aquarius, apparently believing that the project pertains to 
UFOs. We advised Mr. Lambright that our project does not deal 
with UFOs. He then requested records revealing the "goal" of 
Aquarius, and we withheld the document because it is 
classified. We have reason t> believe that our final response 
to Mr. Lambright, denying him access to the records, has been 
disseminated within a circle of those interested in UFOs and 
that subsequently a misunderstanding has developed regarding 
NSA, Aquarius and UFOs, 


In responding to veneral FOIA Tequests for UFO 
information, certain documents have been withheld from the 
public pursuant to the First and third exemptions of the FOIA. 
The first exemption provides for the protection of information 
which is currently and Properly classified in accordance with 
the provisions of Executive Order 12356. The third exemption 
protects information from disclosure by statute. The statutes 
applicable in this case are 50 U.S.C. 402 note (Public Law 
86-36, Section 6), 50 U.S.C. 493(d)(3) and 18U.S.C. 798. This 
Agency's decision to protect \hose records has been upheld by 
the United States Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia. 


We hope that the information being provided to you will be 
of help to Mr. Stone. 


Siacerely, 


% ft oe g 
rk Wl CC 


tl. 7 
PTE 8. wet ZEL 
Director of Phlicy 


pare. Vi Dékenici Doc. 4-17 U.S. Sen. Domenic’ Letter with Sects 
eae Enel hug 24,1967. arenormiations 


qAnited States Senate TNERGY ANO naTunas RESOURCES: 


WASHINGTON, DC 20610 


August 24, 1987 


Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, New Mexico 88201 


Dear Clifford: 


I am forwarding to you an interim response from the National 
Security Agency. I hope we can obtain answers to the questions 
you've raised. I will surely keep you advised of any 
correspondence I receive frcm NSA, 

With warmest personal rega 3 


( Sincergty, 


Ny 


- Pete V. Domenici 
United States Senator 


PVD/mce 


ENCLOSURE 


Doc. 4-17b U.S. S2n. Domenici's Letter with 
Encl., Aug 24, 1987 
NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 
CENTRAL SECURITY SERVICE 


FORT GEORGE G. MEADE, MARYLAND 20755-6000 


Serial: J1-072-87 
7 August 1987 


The Honorable Pete V. Domenici 
United States Senate 

ATTN: Mr. Marco Caceras 

430 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 


Dear Senator Domenici: 


The National Security Agency received your letter dated 
August 5, 1987 on behalf of your consitutent; Mr. Clifford E. Stone. 


The appropriate organization has been tasked to handle your 
request and upon completion, your office will be notified of the 
action taken. 


: I welcome the opportunity to assist you with any future 
inquiry relating to the National Security Agency. 


woo 
publ 


Chief 
Legislative Affairs 


Doc. 4-18a U.S. Ser. Domenic’ Letter with 
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APPROPRIATIONS 


Wnited States Senate tency ano narunatmesounets 


WASHINGTON, DC 20510 


Octoder 9, 1987 


Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, New Mexico 88201 
Dear Clifford: 
Enclosed is the response I recently received from the 


National Security Agency regarding your request for information 
on UFO incidents. I regret the answers are not as substantive,as 


you would like. 
I'm glad to be of servinue to you. 
With my personal regards. 


Sincerely 
te 


Pete V. Domenici 
United States Senator 


PVD/me 


Doc. 4-18b U.S. Sen. Domenici's Letter with 
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NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 
CENTRAL SECURITY SERVICE 


FORT GEORGE G. MEADE, MARYLAND 20785-6000 


Serial: Q4-1085-87 
8 0 SEP 1987 


The Honorable Pete V. Domenici 
United States Senate 

ATTN: Mr. Marco Caceras 

430 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 


Dear Senator Domenici: 


This responds to your letter of 5 August 1987 on behalf of 
your constituent, Clifford E. Stone. Enclosed is Mr. Stone's 
latest correspondence which raises the same questions as his 
November 1986 correspondence to you. Our response is keyed to the 
exceptions he has taken to our previous reply. 


Item 1. Mr. Stone takes exception to our request for $250.00 
to conduct an Agency-wide search for the information. As you 
know, the FOIA provides for fees to be waived but only under 
certain carefully defined circumstances. He also reiterates his 
request for information on the RAF Woodbridge Base incident. 
Given that NSA's primary missions include communications security, 
computer security and the production of foreign intelligence 
information, the probability of our having information on this 
incident would be unlikely. It is possible, however, that the 
general term "unidentified flying object" may appear in certain 
Agency material and therefore would be considered a responsive 
record if located during a search. The Agency material in which 
those words may appear is currently and properly classified 
according to Executive Order and is not segregable, The FOIA 
specifically exempts classified information from disclosure. 
Additionally, unidentified flying object is a general term and is 
not exclusively used to refer to extraterrestrial spacecraft. 


Item 2. We cannot determine whether we were the "agency" 
referred to in the 15 November 1979 USAF letter. If the Agency 
did have any records on the March 1967 UFO destruction of a Cuban 
MiG, they would not be available for release since they would be 
currently and properly classified. 


Item 3. NSA has no information on a Project Aquarius dealing 


with UFOs. Since Mr. Stone refers to an Air Force project of that 
name, we recommend he query them on the matter. 


Doc. 4-18c¢ U.S. Sen. Domenici's Letter with 
Encl., Oct 9, 1987 


Serial: Q4-1085-87 


As for the issues raised in items 4 and 5, we have no 
knowledge of Snowbird and therefore would not have undertaken any 
action regarding the points Mr. Stone raises. 


With respect to the classification issue raised in items 6 and 
7, we can only reiterate what has been said before. We make every 
effort to interpret any FOIA request as broadly as possible in 
order to comply with the spirit of the law. An agency may not 
have individual records dealing solely with UFOs but could have 
records containing a reference of some type to UFOs which are 
either currently and properly classified under Executive Order 
12356 or protected by statute. If this is the case and the 
reference to UFOs is not easily segregable from the classified 
information, the record would be withheld. The withholding of 
this information has been upheld by the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia. 


As for Mr. Stone's allegation in item 4.(4), classified 
information is not withheld from Congress during Congressional 
inquiries as long as arrangements are made to protect the 
information. 


Please assure Mr. Stone that we have responded as completely 
as possible. We have no information on Aquarius or Snowbird and 
documents even remotely responsive to requests for records on UFOs 
are properly classified. We hope that this information will 
assist you in your response to Mr. Stone. 


Sincerely, 
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CHAPTER FIVE 


UFOs and Other Government Agencies 


Prior to 1974, very little information con- 
cerning UFOs had come out of the Intelli- 
gence Community, other than comments 
by the Air Force. For the most part, the In- 
telligence Community was denying any 
knowledge of UFO activity. However, with 
the passing of the “Freedom of Information 
Act” by Congress in 1974, it was soon 
learned that other government agencies 
were more involved than they wished the 
public to know. 

On July 16, 1978, I wrote the NSA 
requesting any information they might have 
on UFOs. I did not receive a response to 
this first letter, so I wrote them again on 
February 21, 1979. Finally the NSA re- 
sponded to my requests under a cover let- 
ter dated January 10, 1980. (See doc. 5-1.) 

The NSA denied me the release of 
all their records concerning UFOs, with the 
exception of two documents; the agency 
stated that the information was classified in 
the interests of National Security and to 
avoid unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. However, they did forward other 
records they were holding to the agencies 
that originated them, for these agencies’ 
review and release to me. In addition, the 
NSA wanted me to understand that the two 
documents they did release to me were not 
“NSA reports per se, and they in no way 
reflect an official NSA position concerning 
UFOs.” 

The first NSA document was entitled 
“UFO Hypothesis and Survival Questions.” 
(See doc. 5-2.) Its purpose was, as stated, to 
“consider briefly some of the human sur- 
vival implications suggested by the various 
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principal hypothesis concerning the nature 
of the phenomena loosely categorized as 
UFO.” 

Under the Extra-Terrestrial Hypoth- 
esis, the report had this to say: 


If “they” discover you, it is an old 
but hardly invalid rule of thumb, 
“they” are your technological 
superiors. Human history has 
shown us time and again the tragic 
results of a confrontation between a 
technologically superior civilization 
and a technologically inferior 
people. The “inferior” is usually 
subject to physical conquest. 


The report gave some excellent ex- 
amples of how an inferior people might sur- 
vive and maintain their identity. These were: 


(1) Full and honest acceptance of 
the nature of the inferiorities 
separating you from the advantages 
of the other people, (2) complete 
national solidarity in all positions 
taken in dealing with the other 
culture, (3) highly controlled and 
limited intercourse with the other 
side—doing only those actions 
advantageous to the foreigner 
which you are absolutely forced to 
do by circumstances, (4) a correct 
but friendly attitude toward the 
other people, (5) a national eager- 
ness to learn everything possible 
about the other culture—its tech- 
nological and cultural strengths 
and weaknesses. This often involves 
sending selected groups and indi- 
viduals to the other’s country to 


become one of his kind, or even to 
help him in his wars against other 
adversaries, (6) adopting as many 
of the advantages of the opposing 
people as you can, and doing it as 
fast as possible—while still protect- 
ing your own identity by molding 
each new knowledge increment 
into your own cultural cast. 


While the NSA states this is not a of- 
ficial report, it is clear that the writer, an NSA 
employee, thought the question of survival 
was an important issue to be addressed seri- 
ously in any study of UFOs. 

The title of the second document 
released to me by the NSA is still classified 
as at least Secret in the interest of National 
Security—with the exception of the term 
“UFOs.” (See doc. 5-3.) This document deals 
with the human response to an event of high 
strangeness such as the sighting of an UFO. 
The document stated, in part: 


Whether the person’s psychological 
structure is being assaulted by the 
unusual and shocking brutality of a 
murder or the strangeness of an 
UFO sighting, the effect is the 


same. 


The document goes on to list those effects. 

It is interesting to note that the writer 
of this document listed in an appendix what 
he called “Other Examples of Blindness to 
Surprise Material Causing Defeat.” It would 
appear that the author of this document not 
only believed in UFOs, but felt that the 
matter should be taken seriously. 

It seems that some government 
agency was interested in what type of un- 
classified information the Defense Techni- 
cal Information Center (DTIC) had on 
UFOs in the mid to late 1970s. A govern- 
ment employee requested a bibliography 
report on “Unidentified Flying Saucers” 
from the DTIC sometime in the late ’70s. 
(See doc. 5-4.) We have no way of knowing 
the exact date, as the report is undated. It is 
interesting to note that the report consid- 
ered such subject titles as “An Approach to 
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UFOs and Other Government Agencies 


Understanding Psychotronics” and “A Case 
of ‘Autostasis’ or Reverse Autokinesis” as 
having something to do with UFOs. 


KK 


The Central Intelligence Agency is the next 
governmental agency that I wish to discuss. 
However, before we begin, let me state that, 
according to the CIA, its only official involve- 
mentin the government UFO investigations 
was via a Scientific Advisory Panel—known 
as the Robertson Committee—which met at 
the direction of the CIA in January 1953. (I 
also want the reader to know that given the 
Agency’s well-known past history of decep- 
tion, I have never trusted the CIA to tell the 
truth about anything.) (See doc. 5-5.) 

A CIA document dated January 29, 
1976, talks about the physical effect of mag- 
netic fields on astronauts, the possible pro- 
pulsion system of UFOs, and even recovered 
fragments of a possible UFO in Brazil. The 
document, which is greatly censored in the 
interest of National Security, states: (See doc. 
5-6.) 


U.S. scientists believe that low 
magnetic fields do not have a 
serious effect on astronauts, but 
high magnetic fields, oscillating 
magnetic fields, and electromag- 
netic fields can or do have consider- 
able effect. There is a theory that 
such fields are closely associated 
with superconductivity at very low 
temperatures, such as in space. This 
in turn is related to the possible 
propulsion system of UFOs. There 
is arumor that fragments of a 
possible UFO found in Brazil bore 
a relationship to superconductors 
and magnetohydrodynamics. 


A series of documents that surfaced 
from the CIA dating from April through July 
1976 deals with a so-called “UFO Study.” 
(See docs. 5-7, 5-8, 5-9, 5-10, 5-11, 5-12, 5-13, 
5-14, and 5-15.) This study apparently was 
compiled by an individual outside the CIA. 
Nevertheless, the documents clearly indicate 


UFOs and Other Government Agencies 


that high-ranking scientists, working within 
the CIA, had more thana passive interest in 
this individual’s UFO research. One of the 
documents had this to say, in part: 


At the present time, there are 
offices and personnel within the 
agency who are monitoring the 
UFO phenomena, but again, this is 
not currently on an official basis, 
Dr. [censored]... feels that the best 
approach would be to keep in 
touch with and in fact develop 
reporting channels in this area to 
keep the agency/community 
informed of any new developments. 
In particular, any information 
which might indicate a threat 
potential would be of interest, as 
would specific indications of for- 
eign developments or application 
of UFO related research. 


Another document in the series had 
this to say: 


At a recent meeting to evaluate 
some material from [censored]... 
you mentioned a personal interest 
in the UFO phenomena. As you 
may recall, I mentioned my own 
interest in the subject as well as the 
fact that DCD had been receiving 
UFO related material from many of 
our S&T sources who are presently 
conducting related research. These 
scientists include some who have 
been associated with the Agency for 
years and whose credentials remove 
them from the “nut” variety. 


These documents, released by the 
CIA, give the impression that many of the 
scientific personnel employed by the CIA 
are very concerned about the phenomena— 
and about the government’s apparent lack 
of concern. One can deduce this by the fact 
that these scientific personnel are doing “re- 
lated research” without official sanction. 

Many of the related documents deal- 
ing with this UFO study, as well as the study 
itself, have never been declassified and re- 
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leased to the public. These papers and docu- 
ments remain classified in the interests of 
National Security. 

Under a letter dated October 16, 
1980, the State Department was kind 
enough to release five documents to me, and 
then two other documents a little less than 
a year later. (See docs. 5-16 and 5-17.) These 
documents proved to be most interesting in 
that they discussed, for the most part, an 
attempt by the Grenadian Delegation to the 
United Nations to create a organization 
within the UN for the gathering and ex- 
changing of information on UFO investiga- 
tions and sightings among the member na- 
tions. The documents also showed that the 
United States’ delegation, at the direction 
of the State Department, was working very 
hard to insure that this resolution was never 
passed! 

One document dated November 18, 
1978, had this to say, among other things: 
“Please provide instructions on U.S. position 
to be taken on this matter as well as desired 
level of visibility. Last year Grenada re- 
quested our support and Misoff had to 
scramble hard behind the scenes to water 
down the resolution and, in effect, delay a 
vote for one year. Another consideration is 
whether to issue a disclaimer on statements 
made by U.S. Nationals on the Grenadian 
Delegation.” (See docs. 5-18, 5-19, 5-20, 
5-21, 5-22, and 5-23.) 

The United States was able to get the 
matter referred to the Outerspace Commit- 
tee, thereby avoiding a vote on the matter. 
As a document dated December 2, 1978, 
states: 


A draft decision (datafaxed) to be 
taken by the Special Political 
Committee [SPC] has been agreed 
upon by the participants in the 
informal negotiations, subject to 
concurrence of their respective 
capitals. We think referral of the 
matter to the Outerspace Commit- 
tee [OSC] without a preordained 
mandate as to what action is to be 
taken, provides the flexibility the 
OSC needs to take whatever action 
it deems 
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appropriate. It will also obviate the 
need to vote on a resolution (and 
gamble on the results). 


I wonder what could have been the 
reasoning behind the United States’ inter- 
est in blocking a vote? Could it be the U.S. 
has something to fear or hide? 

To be sure, there exist many other 
U.S. Government agencies—as well as agen- 


cies of other countries—that maintain 
highly classified records on the subject of 
UFOs. But why? 

Are we citizens just too unsophisti- 
cated to handle the true facts as to what is 
really going on? 

Will ordinary Americans panic if they 
were told the truth about unexplained fly- 
ing objects that have been observed by the 
USS. Military? 


Doc. 51a NSA Letter, Jan 10, 1980 — 


SP5 Clifford E. Stone 
301-50-0182 

HQ Det, Hanau Mil Comm 
APO NY 09165 


Dear Specialist Stone: 


NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 
CENTRAL SECURITY SERVICE 


FORT GEORGE G. MEADE. MARYLAND 20755 


Serial: N9094 
10 JAN 1980 


This replies to your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requests 
of July 16, 1978 and February 21, 1979 in which you request any information 
that this Agency may have concerning Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). 


Your request has been processed in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552, the 
Freedom of Information Act. Two documents that are within the scope of 


your request are enclosed. 


These documents were released pursuant to an administrative appeal 


under the FOIA. 


The documents were written in 1968 by an NSA employee with 


an interest in UFOs. One of the documents was originally classified because 
portions of it tangentially discussed protected activities pertaining to the 
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information on UFOs. We wish to emphasize that these draft documents were 
never published, formally issued, acted upon, or responded to by any govern- 
ment official or agency. Moreover, they are not "NSA reports" per se, and 
they in no way reflect an official NSA position concerning UFOs. They are 
subject to the provisions of the FOIA only because they have been retained 
by this Agency for historical reference purposes. 


Deletions have been made to these two documents pursuant to the following 
provisions of Title 5 U.S.C. 552, the FOIA: 


1. Title 5 U.S.C. 552(b) (1), which provides that the FOIA does not 
apply to matters that are specifically authorized under criteria established 
by an Executive Order to be kept secret in the interest of national defense 
or foreign policy and are in fact properly classified pursuant to such Executive 
Order. The classified information that has been deleted from the enclosed 
records is currently and properly classified in accordance with the criteria 
for classification in Section 1-3 of Executive Order 12065, and paragraph 2-202 


of Department of Defense (DoD) Regulation 5200.1-R. 


The information has been 


reviewed for possible declassification or downgrading according to the pro- 
visions of Sections 3-3, 3-4, and 3-6 of Executive Order 12065 and Chapter 
III of DoD Regulation 5200.1-R and found to be properly excluded from 

declassification or downgrading. 
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Ze Tdtle 5 U.5.¢. 552(b) (3), which provides that the FOIA does not 
apply to matters that are specifically exempted from disclosure by statute 
The applicable statutes in this case are Title 18 U.S.C. 798, Title 50 U.S.C, 
403(d)(3), and Public Law 86-36. 


Other records that fall within the scope of your request are being withh 
in their entirety. These records are exempt from disclosure pursuant to the 
following provisions of the FOIA: 


1. Title 5 U.S.C. 552(b) (1); 


2. Title 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(3), in conjunction with Title 18 U.S.C 
798, Title 50 U.S.C. 403(d)(3), and Public Law 86-36; 


3. Title 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(5); which exempts inter-agency or intra- 
agency memorandums or letters which would not be available by law to a party 
other than an agency in litigation with this Agency; 


4. Title 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6), which provides that the FOIA does 
not apply to personnel and similar files the disclosure of which would 
constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 


No portion of the information being withheld in its entirety is 
reasonably segregable. 


Certain other information, which originated with other Federal agencies 
and components, is also being withheld. Department of Defense (DoD) Directive 
5400.7, which implements the FOIA for all DoD agencies, provides that when 
records requested under the FOIA originate with another agency or component, 
the request shall be referred to that agency or component for disposition. 
The agencies to which we have referred records will correspond directly with 
you concerning those records. 


Since your requests have been denied in part, you are hereby advised of 
this Agency's appeal procedures. 


Any person denied access to records may, within 30 days after notificatio 
of such denial, file an appeal to the NSA/CSS Freedom of Information Act Appea 
Authority, National Security Agency, Fort George G. Meade, MD 20755. The 
appeal shall reference the initial denial of access and shall contain, 
in sufficient detail and particularity, the grounds upon which the requester 
believes release of the information is required. The NSA/CSS Appeal Authority 
shall respond to the appeal within 20 working days after receipt. 


Sincerely, 
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Chief, Policy Staff 
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frento = DTIC=-M 


Staff Sergeant Clifford E, Stone’ Doc. 5-4a Defense Logistics Agency with Encl., 
Headquarters Detachment Mar 11, 1980 


Hanau Military Command 
APO New York 09165 
Dear Sergeant Stone: 


In response to your letter of 29 Jan 80, enclosed is the report bibliography 
identifying reports in the DTIC technical report collection relating to UFOs. 


Receipt of your check ‘in the amount of $21 for the enclosed report is 


acknowledged. 
Sincerely, 
| la ‘ Sadi 
1 Encl HUBERT E. SAUTER 
Administrator 
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DEFENSE TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTER 
DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 
Cameron Station, Alexandria, Virginia 22314 
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This Report Bibliography has been prepared by the Defense Documenta- 
tion Center as a mission assignment in accordance with the provisions 
of DoD Instruction 5100.38. 


Mahal £ Sake 


HUBERT E. SAUTER 
Administrator 
Defense Technical Information Center 
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-5a CIA Letter, Aug 31, 1987 


Central inigliyence Agency 


Doc. 


Hirt ngon OC 20805 


$1 AUG 1987 


Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 


Reference: F87-1027 
Dear Mr. Stone: 


This is in response to you: undated letter postmarked 15 August 
1987 in which you requested, under the Freedom of Information Act 
(FOIA), copies of what appears to be an Air Force document ("Air 
Intelligence Report No. 100-203-79, dated 10 December 1948"), an 
unidentifiable document vintage 1948, and all documents concerning 
UFOs. For identification purposes, we have assigned our reference 
number F87-1027 to this reques::. 


There is no organized Centi:al Intelligence Agency effort to do 
research in connection with the UFO phenomena, nor has there been 
an organized effort to study or collect intelligence on UFOs since 
the 1950s. At that time, the Air Force, specifically the Air 
Technical Intelligence Center at Wright Patterson Air Force Base, 
had the primary responsibility for the investigation of all reports 
of UFO sightings. The CIA's role was in connection with a 
Scientific Advisory Panel, established to investigate and evaluate 
reports of UFOs. The panel was concerned only with any aspect of 
the UFO phenomena which might present a potential threat to the 
United States national security. The panel later issued a report 
of its findings, the Report of the Scientific Panel on Unidentified 
Flying Objects~17 January 1953, also known as the Robertson 
Report, The report was released by the Air Forcé Office of Public 
Information on 9 April 1958. “he Air Force investigation, called 
Project Bluebook, was terminated in 1969. We understand that the 
Air Force turned its records on this subject over to the National 
Archives and Records Administration (NARA), where they are 
available for inspection and pu:chase. There is currently no CIA 
program to actively collect information on UFOs, although, since 
the time of the Robertson Report, there have been sporadic 
instances of correspondence dealing with the subject, and we 


occasionally receive various kinds of unsolicited reports of 


sightings of objects in the UFO category. 


As of this date, the Agency has released to numerous previous 
requesters 819 pages of UFO-related documents under the Freedom of 
Information Act. These documer!:s are not indexed, and most of the 


material deals with matters related to the report by the Scientific 
Advisory ‘Panel. We should advise you that most of the reports ° 
dealing with the UFO sighting:ss considered by the Panel originated 
with other government agencies such as the Air Force, and that much 
of the later CIA-originated reports concern sightings as reported 
in the foreign news media. We also must advise you that, at the 
time this released material was first located, in response to 
inquiries under the Freedom o:: Information Act, many of the 
original documents had already been destroyed in accordance with 
routine records destruction schedules and, as a consequence, many 
of the copies available in our microfiche archives are of poor 
quality. If you want copies uf these documents, the cost is ten 
cents per page for reproduction charges (less the first hundred 
pages at no charge, or $10.00). Please send us your check or money . 
order in the amount of $71.90, made Payable to the Treasurer of the 
United States, and cite our F&7-0957 to ensure proper credit to 
your account. $ 


This concludes action on your request. If you will send us 
your check or money order for copying costs, we will reopen your 
FOIA case file and send you copies. 


Sincerely, 


. ey 
v Lee/S. Strickland 


Information fand Privacy Coordinator 


Doc. 5-6a CIA Document, Jan 29, 1976 ] 


| 
; | 
‘ Domestic Collection Division ; | 


Forcign inrelligence Information Report 


OCD KePOR! ind, 00-B- 321//009':5-70 
DATE OISTR. 29 January 1376 


HO, PAGES 2 


REFERENCES 


Septerter 197§ ——_—<—_—$—$<—$$ 


THIS 1§ UNEVALUATED INFORMATION 


US scientist? ; a Sey 
hove e@ serious effect cr estronoute, 


eve that lew cosmetic fields ¢o not oye 
gees cognetic ficlds, osefllatin= masnetic fields, end elect rosaqactic 5 in i : 
flelds cen or do have considerable effect. Tere is a theory that such ‘ poops 
fields are closcly associated vith superconductivity at very low terperaturcs, 3 Sages 
such as in spece. ‘This {n turn tg related to the possible propuisica : 2 in} : 
systca of Urus- There i6 o rucor that fragseota of a possible UFO found 2 Poh 
i [as 7 

eo 

ima) 


in Brazil bore 4 relationship to superconductcrs and pagnetonydrodynasics. 


oe 7 fee : Doc. 5-7 CIA Document, Apr 3, 1976 


PRIORITY 
3 1976 | 1030 1 1 14596 
. e = it, DED : ‘ 
ATTN . 3 
FROM . 2 a : a : 
SUBJECT 2 : “i ~ UFO RESEARCH : 
REFERENCES FORM 610 DATED 9 APRIL 1976 TRANSMITTING UFO STUDY 


Sis 


1. WE ARE ATTEMPTING TO PROVIDE SOME SORT OF 


“ANALYTICAL GUIDANCE ON THE REPERENCE. IN THE MEANTIME, 


PLEASE FORWARD RY TWX THE FULL NAME OF THE SOURCE OF THE 
REFERENCE AS WELL AS HIS AFFILIATION, IN ADDITION, P 
ALVISE WHETHER THE MATERIAL WAS CLASSIFIED CONFIDENTIAL 


_AT THE REQUEST OF THE SOURCE.- 


2. IN VIEW OF THE UNIQUE QUALITY OF THIS INFORMATIO 


_CITE pep BEB 
TO% PRIORITY DCD/HEADQUARTERS, 


ATENG. f 
FROM’. DCD/ 
SUBJECT’ CASE 


= ’ UFO RESEARCH 
REF (A)2 DCD/HEADQUARTERS 14596 


1, SOURCE’S FULL NAME IS 
HE IS EMPLOYED AS 


(7) FORM 6J8 DATED 9 APRIL 1976, UFO STUDY, 


ara 


sey 
~ 
ms 
oe] 


2. REFERENT B MATERIAL CLASSIFIED CONFIDENTIAL AT HIS 


REQUEST. SOURCE SEEKS GUIDANCE FROM CIA UFO EXPERTS aS TO 
MATERIAL IN HIS REPORT THAT SHOULD REMAIN CLASSIFIED 


Doc. 5-9 CIA Document, Apr 15, 1976 ee 


BS. apt 


15 April 1976 


(tir A 


The UFO & 


wreg ( ADNG&T) 


J) said he 


would show the study to a few people to determine porsible immlications of 


the sotexta information and would be back to us soon on this matter. 


Sere BRENNA ETERS Rr 


ROUTINE 


. AGOS5 
oreo abs: oe fee oh oe 76 


ATTN : 


FROM H 


SUBJECT H 


REFERENCES: A) 


TELECON, 22 APRIL 1976 
B). 


ome pera pete 


1. PER THE REQUEST IN REFERENCE (B) ’ WE ATTEMPTED TO OBTAIN 


ANALYTICAL GUIDANCE ON THE UFO | = oe > SUBJECT. 


2. WE t MONARO SED THE A/pDser (DR fs 


KNEW OF ANY OFFICIAL UFO "PROGRAM AND ALSO od ATTEMPT TO ANSWER 


SOME OF THE QUESTIONS POSED BY & 


EXHIBITED INTR 


WHICH WAS HANDCARRIED TO HIS OFFICE, AFTER A SHORT 


7 ADVISED US THAT HE WOULD 


PERSONALLY LOOK INTO THE MATTER AND GET BACK TO US. AS WE DISCUSS#) 


HAS SINCE CONTACTED US AND RELAYED THE 


IN REFERENCE (A) DRE 


FOLLOWING INFORMATION. 


3. IT WOULD APPEAR TO BE BEST IP YOU ADVISED 


SHOULD ¢2 


eg 3 14755 
: Apa 7%; Hn “76 


‘ 


a - > stem | Foamae 
a DOES NOT “APPEAR THAT THE GOVERNMENT HAS ANY APPARBN? PROGRAM IN 


PROGRESS FOR THE IDENTIFICATION/SOLUTION OF THE UFO PHENOMENA. DR 


FOR a ea ,PROGRESS InN THIS AREA. re TRE PRESENT Time, THERE ARE Bay 


Aspeggs os we 


+ wees fy a 
OFFICES AND PERSONNEL Lea THE AGENCY WHO ARE MONITORING THE UFO. ; 


PHENOMENA, Bur AGAIN, THIS. 28 NOT “CURRENTLY ON AN “OFFICIAL BASIS. 


. paths 


‘FEELS THAT THE BEST APPROACH WOULD BE ‘To. KEEP IN TOUCH 


shea: 


WITH AND IN FACT PEVELOR REPORTING CHANNELS IN THIS AREA TO KEEP 


THE AGENCY /COMMUNITY INFORMED OF “ANY ‘NEW DEVELOPMENTS. IN PARTICULAR, 
ANY INFORMATION WHICH MIGHT INDICATE A THREAT POTENTIAL WOULD BE OF 
INTEREST, AS WOULD SPECIFIC INDICATIONS « OF FOREIGN ail OR 
APPLICATIONS OF UFO RELATED RESEARCH. _ 


37 HAS ROVISED US THAT HE WOULD EVALUATE ANY 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION WE MIGHT RECEIVE AS WELL AS DISSEMINATE 
SIGNIFICANT _DEVELOPHENTS. TEROUGH APPROPRIATE CHANNELS SHOULD IT’ BE 
WARRANTED. of 

.5.° WE WISH TO STRESS AGAIN, THAT THERE DOES NOT NOW APPEAR 70 
Sawt SPECIAL PROGRAM ON. UFOs WITHIN THE | INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY AND 


INFORMATION RECEIVED ON THE UFO PHENOMENA WE WILL KEEP SUBJECT | 


CASE OPEN TO YOUR OFFICE FOR THE PRESENT, 


a. PLEASE KEEP US ADVISED “DF ANY NEW DEVELOPMENTS , 


| pneins DCD/ 3 5 : Rare aie - [ tea ; 4 a 
z = OA ne -~——<—- GF 
| Doc. 5-11a CIA Document, May 27,1976] Pate 27 May 1976 


TO: (Oficer designotion, ruom numba, usd 
building) . 


CFFICER'S 


COMMENTS (turaber ecch comment to thow {iam ure 
INITIALS, 


% whom, Drow o fine ecross column utter rocn comme 


discussion 


rs ae 


Rees s 


4 sone material in ; 


ich you may by 


3. . | -: | interested, 
| J 
i Goes (eae In particular, please note attach: 
4. | ment A Our source obtained it 
A = 


ie source felt that fist 
! ' 


: jmighk be of ancerest to tiie US 

: TT  f-——-—} Government and that it shoule 

e be evaluated by the Agency. The 
source also felt that it could te 

~———]j analyzed outside the context of ity 

UFO connection if necessary to 

Temove it from a controversial 

subject. 


| 


As before we are faced vith the 
probdleia of having UFO related dé 
which is deemed potentially is: 
for the US by our S&T sources 
evaluated. As you are aware,y at 24 
time there is no chanael or wo 
Group to which we can tura for 
type of analysis and dissewination 
Thus, if it is acceptable te yeu 
vill continua to periodically . 
you cr your designee of any nev i 
or potentially impertaat FI i 
: — : developments which might arise fron 
SLD Ui nvous | Lo ae a Ere I NEY a independent scientific research on th 

phenomena. “7 


“If you feel that € : 
= ayoffers some potential we cand 


more detailed report through our sourt 


UFO case. 


emo as & well as the original = 


item were provided at his request. 


Jfelt that = may be some ongoing ORD interest, ola ae 


system which’ we agreed t do. (a! a TWX was sent 


yop3using Uday nf ah . 
: oretel tes tee eI 


LS 
ked that the ORD interest be kept at a low profile until 


some evaluation could be made, but at the same time indicated that he 


- 


vould be in touch with me on a fairly Segue regular basis. 


Fs FILE TIME 
PRECEQENCK « ACTION 


ae Doc. 5-13 CIA Document, Jun 25, 1976 
pee op oe 


ane 
MULTIPLE ADORESS MESSAGE BOOK MESSAGE 


ee PAGE OF 


SUBJECT: CASEE& ~ UFO RESEARCH/ORD REQUEST 


h 


te 


REFERENCE: 


oo". 


1. 


a 
ORD HAS EXHIBITED SOME INTEREST IN THE WORK OF 


A QUALIFIED ANALYST IS CURRENTLY 


ATTEMPTING TO EVALUATE SYSTEM AND HAS: 


REQUESTED ADDITIONAL INFORMATION. 


2. WE NOTE THAT IN SOME OF THE EARLIER CORRESPONDENCE, 


FROM YOUR OFFICE REPENS B) MENTION WAS MADE OF THE 


A 
POSSIBILITY OF OBTAINING MORE COMPLETE DESCRIPTION oF & 


SYSTEM. IF THIS POSSIBILITY STILL EXISTS, ORD 


WOULD APPRECIATE SEEING WHATEVER IS AVAILABLE. 


3. .,PLEASE KEEP US ADVISED OF ANY NEW DEVELOPMENTS. 


AUTHENTICATING OFFICER RELEASING OFFICER 


CLASSIFICATION 


FORM 177 USE PRC WOUS Read instructions on reverse side before typing 
9-6) EOITIONS % 


AOMMENTS (Number eoch comment to show Irom whom 
hrhom, Drow © line ocross colvmn ofter eoch comment.) 


mterial from @gase ae 
nitioned a personal interest in 
ithe UFO phenomena. “As you may 
Iecall, I mentioned my own interes 
inthe subject as well as the fact 
‘hat DCD had been receiving UFO 
elated material from many of our 
Mf sources who are presently 
wnducting related research. Thes 
sientists {include some who have 
een associated with the Agency 

lr years and whose credentials 
jemove them from the "nut" vartety 


‘Ne attached material came to my 
attention through these sources 

md it appears to have some 
legitimate FL or community interes 
potential. 


raazic 


UUtH PERSONAL REQUEST TD JNVESTIGATE UFO SIGHTED moROCCO, 


7 should, in the view of 
our S&T. scurces, be evaluated by 
the Agency or community. 


| In view of the expertise associates 
with your office, as well as your @& 
interest in the subject, I felt yo: 
might like to see the naterial. 


{1£ you veed additional -informativ:, 
or if you feel there is some 

potential, I would be glad to discs: 
this with you. Tf not, please feel 
free to destroy the materlal.] H 


3 CONFIDENTIALL] UNCLASSIFIED 


Doc. 5-14 CIA Document, Jul 14, 1976 scciicaestecigecbevonieiai 
Doc. 5-15 CIA Document, Sept 24, 1976 = 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


Washington, 0.C. 20520 


FOI Case No. 8000085 


Doc. 5-16 State Dept. Letter, Oct 16, 1980 


SSG Clifford E. Stone ART 1 6 1980 


Hq, Det,. Hama Military Community 
APO New York 09165 


Dear Sargeant Stone: 


I refer to your letter of January 10, 1980 requesting 
the release of certain Department of State documents 
under the Freedom of Information Act (Title 5 USC 
Section 552). 


A search of files under the Department's control has 
resulted in the retrieval of nine documents which 
appear relevant to your request. After careful review, 
we have determined that three of these documents can 
be released. Two more can be released subject to 
excisions. Two must be withheld from release. 


All the denied and excised material (unless otherwise 
specified below) has been determined to be properly 
exempt from release under Paragraph (b) (1) or Section 
552 as currently and properly classified under Executive 
Order 12065 and authorized by that Order to remain 
protected in the interest of national defense or foreign 
policy. All non-exempt material in the excised documents 
that is reasonably segregable from the exempt material 

is released herewith. 


The decision whether an additionaltwo documents can be 
released requires coordination with another government 
agency. We will write to you again concerning that 
decision. 


With respect to material denied or excised, you have the 
right to appeal this determination within sixty days. 
Appeals should be addressed to the Assistant Secretary 
for Public Affairs, Department of State, Washington, D.C. 
20520. A letter of appeal should refer to the Freedom of 
Information case number shown above. 


Sincerely, 


_For the Deputy Assistant Secreta 
” for Classification/Declassif icatit 
aN 

X 


\ Nae ae Sat be, 


\ 


VS ee? SS 
Thomas W. Ainsworth 
Director, Mandatory Review 
Bureau of Administration 


Doc. 5-17 State Dept. Letter, Jun 15, 1981 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


Washington, D.C. 20520 


JUN 1 5 i938! 


FOI No. 8000085 


SSG. Clifford E. Stone 
Hg. Det. Hanau Military Community 
APO New York 09165 


Dear Sgt. Stone: 


We have received replies from the two U.S. Government agencies to whom we 
referred two documents mentioned in our response of October 16, 1980 to your 
letter of January 10, 1980 requesting the release of certain Department of 
State documents. 


In view of the concurrence of those agencies, the two documents may be released 
to you in their entirety. 


Sincerely, 


For the Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Classification/Declassification 


os Rpeds AS eee 


Thomas W. Ainsworth 
Director, Mandatory Review 
Bureau of Administration 
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CONFIDENTIAL 


AN: 0730070-0403 
PAGE 01 BERLII+t 01662 2616202 


4s 
ACTION EUR-26 


INFO OCT-O1 IS9-00 SS-15 PM-07 NSC-10 CIAE-00 INR-10 L-03 
NEA-:0 NSAE-00 PA-03 RSC-0: PRS-01 SPC-03 USIA-15 
TRSE-00 MBFR-04% SAJ-O0f DODE-00 EB-11 FAA-00 DRC-01 


wee eeeeenee wee-s-4--- 06851 
R 261446Z SEP 73 

FM USMISSION ‘BERLIN 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC 2450 

INFQ AMEMBASSY BONN 

CINCEUR FOR POLAD AND OPS 

CINCUSAFE FOR POLAD AND OPS 

?CINCUSAREUR FOR POLAD,OPS AEAGG OCO AND AEAGS C 
USELNO : 


CONF IOENTIAL BERLINW 1662 


E.0. 16652: GOS 
TAGS: PGOV, PBOR, WB, UR, GE 
SUBJECT: FLIGHT OF UNIDENTIFIED AIRCRAFT IN SOUTH CORRIDOR 
1. AT 1230 Z 22 SEPTEMBER, AN UNIDENTIFIED AIRCRAFT 

ENTERED SOUTH CORRIDOR AND AFTER FLYING 30 MILES UPP a 
CORRIDOR ON OR NEAR CENTER LINE BEGAN TO DEVIATE TO 

NORTH. AT 1245, IT WAS REPORTED 40 MILES NORTHEAST o> oe 
OF MANSBACH AND 6 MILES NORTH OF CORRIDOR CENTER LI 


STILL WITHIN CORRIOOR. ALTITUDE WAS ESTIMATED AT AS 
10,000 FEET OR POSSIBLY HIGHER. WE WERE UNABLE TO g NS 
ESTABLISH RADIO CONTACT, LOCATE A FLIGHT PLAN OR ae 
RECEIVE IFF TRANSMISSION, AND, ACCORDINGLY, WERE & & 
UNABLE TO RESPOND TO SOVIET CONTROLLER.S REQUEST 2 64 
IN BASC FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, = 
£ 
» 2. RADAR CONTACT WAS LOST AT 1256, WHEN AIRCRAFT WAS ¢& N 
ESTIMATED TO BE 35 MILES ON 026 DEGREE RADIAL FROM | ° | 
* MANSBACH COUTSIDE CORRIDOR BU? STILL OVER GOR). & : 
PAGE 02 BERLIN 01662 2616207. Ny 
1 
me 
a 
p 
On 4c, « «CONF IQENTI AL. ie is 
tay ree de eo Sy eG Cee = 
a 


CONF IDENT IAL, 


PREVIOUSLY, RADAR INDICATED AIR=ZRAFT HAD APPARENTLY 
BEEN INTERCEPTED BY POSSIBLY TW) OTHER AIRCRAFT, 
SOVIETS IN BASC, IN RESPONSE TO OUR REQUEST, WERE UNABLE 
TO PROVIDE ADDTIONAL INFORMATION. 


3. USAFE AT 1607 INFORMED US CHIEF CONTROLLER THAT 

AN AIRCRAFT HAD REENTERED WEST GERMAN AIRSPACE AT 

1306 AND HAD BEEN IDENTIFIED AS FOUR-SEATER CIVILIAN 
PLANE. USAFE INDICATED CONTACT WAS SUBSEQUENTLY LOST 
AGAIN, AND NEITHER WE NOR BRITISH AND FRENCH HAVE 
RECEIVED ANY FURTHER INFORMATION COR PROTEST) IN REGARD 
TO INCIDENT. ‘ 


4. USCOB CONCURS.KLEIN 


we 2 
ve ec eeu cv « « -© 0 © cL © cee ey » 
Be © ce oce ce « ee cs On 
age 4“ © © € eecoe © . ee fm ee 
Hy. cee ; -.@ © ete ©. ce 
x CO €ee CO cee CO ce ce ee © Cee ce 


; : Doc. 5-19 State Dept. Teletype, Oct 6, 1978 


WHITES JOYCZ & @Z.@5/8@ @7EE2E PRINTER: LI (®) 
76 BRIDGFTOWN 2864 

eas Har LIMITED OFFICIAL USE 

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE 

PAGE @1 - BRIDGE @2864 @&22272 

ACTION IO 15 : 

NFO OCT-1 APA-11 ISO-@@ SS-15 NSCF-@@ CPR-¢2 PA-@1 
ra ,  SY-@5 USSS-@@ FEIE @2 CIAE @@ INR-1@ NSAE-e@ 

's. OES-@2 S$SO-@@ INRE-@B /269 W 


By wenn nnn nen=-==-=- @81803 eS1£522 /53 / 
R G€18322 OCT 7E 


“RM AMEMBAS SY = ER LD DGB TQ 0 Nn 
TC SECSTATS WAESDC 6784 x i 
INFO USMISSICN USUN NEW YCRZ 

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE 3RIDGETCYN 2E64 

B.0, 11652: N/A 

TAGS : CVIP, PPDC, TGikh, UNGA. GJ \ 
(suas: REQUEST BY PRIMIN GAIEY OF GRENADA’ FOR MFETING WITE 
FRESIDENT CARTEP CN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS ‘UFO’S} 

IREF: BRIDGFTOXN 2Aa3¢ 

it. AT INSTRUCTION CF AMBASSATC2 WHO IS IN ST, LUCIA ON OFFICIAL 
VISIT, DCY CARRIED CUT PRCTCCOLARY COURTESY OF MEETING PRIME 
iMINISTER SIR FRIC GAIRY AT AIRPORT THIS MORNING “EEN GAIRY 
IRANSITED 3ARBADOS CN YAY TC UNGS. GATRY REPEATED REQUEST 

WHICE HE SAID HE RAD ALREADY MADE PREVIOUSLY TEPCUGE UNNAMED 
VSCIENTIFIC GROUP’ IN USA TEAT PRESIDENT C&RTER MSET WITH HIM 
AND OTHER MEMFFRS OF GROUP Ik NEW YORK, SHOULD PRE SIDENT BE 
\ABLE ALIOCATE 5 MINUTES WEIIF AT UNGA TO DISCUSS UFO’S. 

@. GATRY DID NOT Es“ REALLY PELIFVE SUCH A MTETING WOULD 

He POSSIBLE IN VIEW OF PRESIDENTS HEAVY COMMITMENTS. NCR DID 
ME GIVE PIM SLIGETEST PNCCUPASPMENT. BUT EE WISE=D HIS RFOUEST RE 
‘CORDED ANYWAY. GAIRY’S CONTECT ON UFO’S IS DR. JCEN 
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TC SECSTATE WASHDC PRIORITY 5565 

INFO AMEMBASSY BRIDGETOWN eas — 
CONFIDENTIAL USUN NEW YORK 9516 
F.0. 11652:GDS SEUEPED BY Ww Ey - DATE (4 
TAGS: UNGA, GJ, TSPA PORTIONS DENIED AS INDICATED 
SUBJECT: GRENADIAN UFO CRUSADE:DEJA VU 

1. ESTABLISHMENT OF AN AGENCY OR A DEPARTMENT OF THE 
UNITED NATIONS FOR UNDERTAKING, COORDINATING AND DIS- 
SEMINATING THE RESULTS OF RESEARCH INTO UNIDENTIFIED 
FLYING OBJECTS AND RELATED PHENOMENA (UNGA ITEM 126) IS 
SCHEDULED TO BE TAKEN UP BY THE SPECIAL POLITICAL COM 
MITTEE (SPC) ON 27 NOVEMBER. UNDAUNTED BY A LACK OF 
RESPONSE TO THE ITEM DURING AND SINCE THE 32ND UNGA, ~ 
PRIME MINISTER GAIRY HAS APPARENTLY LAID THE GROUND— 
WCRK FOR A BLITZKRIEG SALES PITCH WHICH WILL INCLUDE \ 
A CAST OF SUPPORTERS RANGING FROM SCIENTISTS TO ASTRO 
NAUTS SUPPLEMENTED PY A HOLLYWOOD FILM PRODUCTION. 
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ZB. TWO MEETINGS BRAVE BEEN ALLOCATED FOR TEIS ITEM 
FY THE CHAIRMAN OF THE SPC. PRESUMABLY DELEGATES WILL 
BE GIVEN A DAY OR SO TO DIGEST THE INFORMATION DPE- 
SENTED AND THEN RETURN TO ACT ON THE RESOLUTION. 

4. THUS FAR ONLY TWO CCUNTRISS SAVE GONE ON RECORD 
WITH A POSITION ON THE GFNERAL FRCPOSAL. SEYCAFLLES 
SUPPORTED THE IDEA WHILF INDIA REJECTED TH? ESTABLIZZ— 
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PViHIN THE BROADER CONTEXT OF THE “EXTRATERRESTRIAL 
<WH/INTELLIGENCE” ITEM UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE 


 VisPAcE COMMITTEE. THERE APPEARS 10. BE VERY LITTLE 


IWEREST ON THE PART OF. MOST DELEGATES TQ PURSUE THIS 


“OWWMER. NEVERTHELESS GRENADA WILL PRESS, FORWARD. 


 WNER INSTRUCTIONS FROM GAIRY WHO SEES HIS. COUNTRY AS 

ist OF A CENTER FOR UFO RESEARCH. => ~ 
“}, ACTION REQUFSTED: PLEASE PROVIDE INSTRUCTIONS ON 
I$. POSITION TO BE TAKEN IN’ THIS MATTER AS WELD AS 
MSIRED LEVEL OF VISIBILITY. LAST YEAR GRENADA REQUESTED 
Uk SUFPORT AND MISOFF' HAD TO SCRAMBLE HARD BEHIND THE 
MINES TO WATER DOWN THE RESOLUTION AND, IN EFFECT, 


AUAY A VOTE FOR ONE YEAR. ANOTHER CONSIDERATION IS 


"WHIEER TO ISSUE & DISCLAIMER ON- STATEMENTS MADE BY U.S. 
IPIDENTIAL : 

SViWFIDENTIAL > fee 

a kgME 03 USUN N 05165 1802517 eee 
TUWIONALS ON TEE GRENADIAN DELEGATION. IF LAST YEAR’S 
 WIRUCTIONS STILL OBTAIN, IT WOULD APPAR THAT THF ~*. 

WUN SUGGESTION WOULD BE ABOUT AS” FAR AS WE, WOULD BE 
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FAGE @1 USUN N: wa : 
ACTION T0-15 Sak, Cy ee 
INFO OCT-@1 AF-1@ ARA-11° EA-1@ EUR-12 NFA-11 T[s0-9g 
DOE-15 ACDA-12  CIAE-@@. DODE-@3 PM-G5 INR-19 Los 
- NSAE-@ NASA-O1 SOE-@2 SS-15 OES-@9  TRSE-2G OMB-@1 . UN. 
INRE-@8 NSCE-@@-:-SSO-O@ “/14 wees er ee 
C 2828542 NOV 78 ee eet 
FM USMISSION USUN NEW YORK |: = 
TC SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 5996... ' 
INFO AMEMBASSY BRIDGETOWN ° ; me 
CONFIDENTIAL SECTION @1 OF O2 USUN 
E.Q. 11652:6DS ee 
TAGS: UNGA, GJ, TSPA 
SUBJECT: GRENADIAN UFO RESOLUTION 
REF: USUN 5323 AND PREVIOUS Oo 
BEGIN UNCLASSIFIED. 2. . Nylagt Bua SSE 2 
1. SUMMARY: AS ANTICIPATED, GRENADIAN PM: SIR 
ADDRESSED THE SPECIAL POEITICAL COMM 
AGENDA ITEM 126 AND INTRODUCED A RESOLUTION (DATAFAXED) 
WHICH WOULD ESTABLISH AN EXPERT GROUP TO SET GUIDELINES - 
FCR A UN STUDY OF UFOS. -HE' WAS FOLLOWED BY DR. FRIDAY - Shes 
(MINISTER OF EDUCATION) AND FOUR OTHER. SPEAKERS, ALL OF ~~ 
WHOM ARGUED IN FAVOR CF A “UN CLEARINGHOUSE” FOR THE 
EXCHANGE OF DATA AND COORDINATION OF RESEARCH ON UFOS. 
THE SPEAKERS WERE SUPPLEMENTED BY A SHORT FILM WHICE 
CONSISTED OF STILL AND MOTION PICTURES SPLICED TOCFTHER 
FURPORTING TO DEPICT ACTUAL SIGHTINGS OF UFOS. CONSIDERA®= | 
TION OF THE ITEM WAS SUSPENDED TO PERMIT DELEGATES TO 
CONSIDER. THE RESOLUTION. END SUMMARY. 
2. GAIRY, IN HIS STATEMENT TO THE COMMITTEE ON 27 NOV. | 
CONFIDENTIAL Se 2 
CCNFIDENTIAL : 
FAGE @2 USUN N @5425 61 OF 62 2821007 
SAID HE HAD COME TO NEW YORK TO PRESENT THE ITEM BECAUSE 
OF HIS “DEEP PERSONAL CONVICTION” THAT THE SUBJECT OF UFOS 
WAS ONE OF “WORLD-WIDE IMPORTANCE AND SIGNIFICANCE” AND 
INDEED, ONE WHICH WARRANTED VERY SERIOUS CONSIDERATION 
BY THE UNITED NATIONS. 
THE RECENT REPORT OF THE ABDUCTION OF A CESSNA AIRCRAFT 
IN AUSTRALIA SEEMED TO HIM TO BE A COMPELLING REASON FOR 
THE UNITED NATICNS TO “COME ALIVE TO ITS RESPONSIBILITIFS 
AND TAKE A SERIOUS LOOK AT THE U.F.0. PHENOMENON TO WHICH 
FLANET EARTH HAS BEEN CONSPICUOUSLY FXPOSED SINCE 1947.” 
<. MR. FRIDAY READ OUT THE TEXT OF A RESOLUTION ADOPTED IN 
AFRIL 1977, AT ACAPULCO, MEXICO, AT THE FIRST INTERNATIONAL 
CONGRESS ON UFO PHENOMENON, WHICH HAD ENDORSED GRENADA’S 
INITIATIVE TO BRING THIS MATTER TO THE ATTENTION OF THE 
UNITED NATIONS. IT WAS ASAINST THIS BACSGROUK, HE SAin, 
THAT THE GRENADA DELEGATION sD INVIVED SOME Ov TuR 
CONFIDENTIAL _f 
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SCIENTISTS WHO EAD PARTICIPATED IN THE CONGRESS TO- JOIN 
HIS DELEGATION TODAY IN ORDER TO SPEAK ON THE SUBJECT. 
4. DR. J. ALLEN HYNEK (PROFESSOR OF ASTRONOMY AT NORTH- 
WESTERN) COMPLEMENTED GRENADA FOR HAVING THE COURAGE TO 
INTRODUCE THE SUBJECT AND:THUS “TROD WHERE MIGHTIER 
NATIONS FEARED T0 TREAD.™~ HE WENT ON TO DEFINE THE 
FRENOMENON OF UFO.“S SIMPLY -AS."ANY ABRIAL OR SURFACE™ 
SIGHTING, OR INSTRUMENTAL RECORDING (E.G. RADAR, 
PROTOGRAPRY, ETC.) WEICE REMAINS UNEXPLAINED BY CON- 
VENTIONAL METHODS EVEN AFTER COMPETENT EXAMINATION 
BY QUALIFIED PERSONS.” A CARDINAL MISTAKE, AND A SOURCE 
OF GREAT CONFUSION, HE REMARKED, HAD BEEN THE ALMOST 
UNIVERSAL SUBSTITUTION OF AN INTERPRETATION OF THE UFO 
FHENOMENON FOR THE PEENOMENON ITSELF. HINEK SAID THAT UFO 
CONFIDENTIAL ie ae . 
CONFIDENTIAL yi 
PAGE 3 USUN N 05425 @L OF 62 2821002 : 
REPCRTS HAD BEEN ASSEMBLED FROM 133 COUNTRIES. IN SIGNIFI- 
CANT NUMBERS, THESE REPORTS HAD BEEN MADE BY HIGHLY 
RESPONSIBLE PERSONS -~ ASTRONAUTS, RADAR EXPERTS, MILITARY 
AND COMMERCIAL PILOTS, OFFICLALS OF GOVERNMENTS AND 
SCIENTISTS, INCLUDING ASTRONOMERS ..- HYNEX CONCLUDED BY 
FCINTING OUT THAT THERE ARE MANY SCIENTISTS AND SPECTALISTS : ra 
AROUND THE WORLD WHO ARE STUDYING-THE UFO: PHENOMENON BUT bey ht Shs 
TREY HAD NO MEANS, EITHER GOVERNMENTAL OR PRIVATE, BY 
WHICH THEY COULD SHARE THE RESULTS OF THEIR WORK... HE 
SUGGESTED THAT THE UN CREATE THE NECESSARY FRAMEWORK TO 
PROVIDE THIS CAPABILITY FOR SCIENTISTS. 
S, .DR. JACQUES VALLEE (CURRENTLY AN AUTHOR OF SCIENCE ~. 
FICTION) WAS THE NEXT SPEAKER INTRODUCED BY DR. FRIDAY. 
RE HAS SPENT FIFTEEN YEARS ANALYZING UFO REPORTS ON A 
COMPUTER AND CONCLUDED THAT DESPITE TYE LACK OF CONCLUSIVE 
FROOF, TEE UFO PHENOMENON IS REAL BECAUSE PEOPLE BELIEVE 
IT IS REAL. 

HIS CONCLUSION WAS THAT THIS PHENOMENON HAD THREE 
ASPECTS: FIRST, PHYSICAL MANIFESTATION THAT COULD AND 
SHOULD BE INVESTIGATED THROUGH AVAILABLE SCIENTIFIC 
EQUIPMENT; SECOND, A PSYCHO-PHYSIOLOGICAL ASPECT. WITNESSES 
AT THE SCENE EXHIBITED DISORIENTATION SYMPTOMS, A LOSS OF 
THE SENSE OF TIME. PARTIAL PARALYSIS OR LOSS OF VOLUNTARY 
MUSCLE CONTROL, AUDITORY AND VISUAL HALLUCINATIONS, EYE 
COMPLAINTS RANGING FROM CONJUNCTIVITIS TO TEMPORARY 
BLINDNESS, MASSIVE PSYCHIC REACTIONS AND LONGER-TERM 
EFFECTS SUCH AS DISTURBANCE OF SLEEP AND DREAM PATTERNS 
AND RADICAL BEHAVIOR CEANGES. HE DID NOT BELIEVE IT WAS . 
WITHIN TEE PROVINCE OR THE BUDGET OF THE UNITED NATIONS 
10 ADDRESS SUCH EFFECTS DIRECTLY, FXCEPT WEFRE TEE UNITED 
NATIONS COULD SERVE ITS TRADITIONAL ROLE IN DISSEMINATING 
SCIENTIFIC INFORMATION AND FACILITATING EXCHANGES AMONG 
SCHOLARS. 
CONFIDENTIAL 
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CONFIDEN TIA L:SECTION @2.0F 92 USUN.NEW YORK 25425 
6. DR. FRIDAY THEN INTRODUCED LT.COL. LARRY COYNE, U.S.ARMY, .- 
WHO APPEARED IN A PRIVATE CAPACITY." COYNE DESCRIBED - 
TQ THE SPC_A PFRSONAL ENCOUNTER WITH & UFO NEAR COLUMBUS, 
CHIO IN 1973 WHEN HIS ARMY HELICOPTER ALMOST COLLIDED IN = 
MID-AIR WITH A. UFO. “RE ACKNOWLEDGED THAT HE WAS PREPARING ~ 
A MANUSCRIPT ABOUT HIS EXPERIENCE FOR & BOOK. : eee 
?.. THE CEAIR RECESSED THE SPC SQ THAT THE FILM ON UFO’S. 
CCULD BE SHOWN. DR. HYNEK INDICATED. THAT EACH OF THE 


SIGHTINGS DEPICTED IN THE FILM HAD BEEN THOROUGHLY os Bae eyes 


INVESTIGATED AND SEVERAL’ OF THEM WERE. HIGHLY SUSPECT. 

8. WHEN THE AFTERNOON SESSION OPENED, DR. FRIDAY ANNOUNCED 

THAT EX-U.S. ASTRONAUT L.~ GORDON COOPER WAS UNABLE TO 

ATTEND THE MEETING AS SCHEDULED. HE DID, HOWEVER, READ 

4 LETTER FROM COOPER WHICH STATED HIS BELIEF THAT EXTRA- 

TERRESTRIAL VEHICLES AND THEIR.CREWS. ARE VISITING THIS aa 

FLANET FROM MORE TECHNICALLY ADVANCED CIVILIZATIONS. 

COOPER HAD OBSERVED FORMATIONS OF UFO’S IN 1951, BUT 

INDICATED MOST ASTRONAUTS WERE RELUCTANT TO DISCUSS THE .. 

SUBJECT BECAUSE OF TEE CHICANERY WHICH KAS 3EEN ASSOCIATED 

WITH IT. HE CLAIMED THAT IF THE UN PURSUFS TEE GRENADIAN 

CONFIDENTIAL 

CONFIDENTIAL va 

FAGE 62 USUN N 95425 62 OF @2 2821617 

FROJECT, MORE QUALIFIED PEOPLE WILL STEP FORWARD TO 

PROVIDE FELP AND INFORMATION. 

9. DR. FRIDAY THEN INTRODUCED HIS FINAL SPFAKER WHO | 

WAS STANTON FRIEDMAN, A FULL TIME UFOLOGIST AND LECTURER. 

FRIEDMAN AGREED WITH COOPER THAT FARTH FAS BEEN 

VISITED BY VEHICLES FROM EXTRA-TERRESTRIAL SOURCES AND 

CPINED THAT SINCE WE WILL HAVE THE CAPABILITY OF 

VISITING OTHER STAR SYSTEMS IN TEE NEXT CENTURY, THEY 

WANT TO KEEP TABS ON US. SINCE THERE IS NO SINGLE LEADER 

TC BE TAKEN TO, THE ALIENS HAVE NOT INITIATED CONTACT 

WITH ANY RECOGNIZED AUTHORITY. : 

1@. FRIDAY CLOSED BY SOLICITING THE COMMENTS AND OR 

SUGGESTIONS REGARDING THE PESCLUTION RCN OTHER DFLEGATFS. 

THERE WERE NO OTHER INTTRVENTIONS MADE AT THAT TINE 
CONFIDENTIAL / 
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MEPRAL CF TEE MATTER TO TEE CUTERSPACE CCYMITTE® CSC 
WICUT A PREORDAINED MANTATE AS TO WSAT ACTICK IS TC 
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CHAPTER SIX 


Recovery Operations 


On July 2, 1947, something crashed or 
landed on a ranch about 75 miles north- 
west of Roswell, New Mexico. At first, the 
Army Air Force stated to the media that they 
had recovered a flying disk. However, within 
hours the military was to change its story 
and announce that the object was nothing 
more than a weather balloon. 

The testimonies of eyewitnesses, 
however, clearly indicate that whatever the 
object was, it definitely was not a weather 
balloon. We may never know for sure what 
the object truely was because the military 
classified the entire incident and has never 
permitted the files to be opened to the 
American public. 

But this does not prove that the mili- 
tary established a recovery program. So, the 
question remained “open,” for many 
years—because of lack of proof—as to the 
existence of any type of formal UFO recov- 
ery program. 

In 1977 and 1978, many UFO re- 
searchers requested that the U.S. Govern- 
ment release whatever information it might 
have on a “Project Moon Dust.” Most of the 
documents, released under the Freedom of 
Information Act, dealt with alleged fallen 
space debris—mainly fallen space debris 
belonging to the United States. However, 
one document from the Office of Air Force 
Intelligence raised more questions than that 
agency was willing to answer. Also, this docu- 
ment made it clear the neither Project 
Moon Dust nor “Operation Blue Fly” (see 
below) dealt with the recovery of U.S. fallen 
space debris. This project and operation 
dealt with the recovery of only two items. 
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These were debris of descended foreign 
space vehicles and objects of unknown ori- 
gin. (See doc. 6-1.) 

Later, in a 1973 document, the De- 
partment of State would require their em- 
bassies to use the code word “Moon Dust” 
when making reports of alleged fallen space 
debris of unknown origin. (See doc. 6-2.) 
The document was released to me in April 
1982. On page 3 it reads: “The designator 
‘MOONDUST’ is used in cases involving the 
examination of non-U.S. space objects or 
objects of unknown origin.” As of March 
1991, the State Department apparently has 
reclassified this document as Secret. In the 
documents released to me that March by the 
State Department, the 1973 document was 
identified as a classified document and not 
releasable. 

According to the U.S. Air Force docu- 
ment, Project Moon Dust is a specialized 
aspect of the Air Force’s overall material 
exploitation program to locate, recover, and 
deliver descended foreign space vehicles. 
We shall see, later, that this was to include 
“objects of unknown origin.” 

This same document also made men- 
tion of “Operation Blue Fly.” Operation 
Blue Fly was established to facilitate expedi- 
tious delivery to the Foreign Technological 
Division (FTD) of Moon Dust other items 
of great technical intelligence interest. The 
document makes it clear that UFOs were to 
be considered for Blue Fly Operations. Fur- 
thermore, the document _ states: 
“These... peacetime projects all involve a 
potential for employment of qualified field 
intelligence personnel on a quick reaction 


Recovery Operations 


basis to recover or perform field exploita- 
tion of unidentified flying objects, or known 
Soviet/Bloc aerospace vehicles, weapons sys- 
tems, and/or residual components of such 
equipment.” 

Wanting to know more about Opera- 
tion Blue Fly, I wrote to several agencies for 
whatever information they might have on 
the subject. The responses I received were 
interesting, to say the least. Many of the 
agencies stated that they did not have any 
information responsive to my request—only 
to reverse themselves, once documents were 
released to me by the State Department. 
Other agencies stated they had information, 
but that it was classified in the interests of 
national security and not releasable. 

The question remained, however: 
Were any objects of unknown origin ever 
recovered? If so, was either Project Moon 
Dust or Operation Blue Fly involved? 

The Department of State released 
280 documents to me concerning Project 
Moon Dust on March 12, 1991. Once again, 
these documents dealt primarily with the 
recovery of U.S. space objects and several 
Soviet space objects. However, as a result of 
my request to the State Department, they 
uncovered 38 documents belonging to 
other agencies. These required the respec- 
tive agencies’ approval prior to their release. 
Some of the documents clearly showed that 
objects of unknown origin were recovered. 

In March 1968, the Government of 
Nepal recovered four objects believed to 
have fallen from space. One of these was a 
nose-cone-shaped object. The American 
Embassy was made aware of these objects, 
and was requested to assist in the efforts of 
the Nepalese Government in identifying the 
launching state so that these objects could 
be returned to the country or countries that 
had originally launched them into space. 

The State Department documents 
dealing with this case were classified at a low 
level. However, we find that the Defense 
Intelligence Agency (DIA) documents were 
classified at the higher level of at least Se- 
cret. (See docs. 6-3 and 6-4.) Furthermore, 
the DIA did not wish to give out any infor- 
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mation on this case. A memorandum for 
record on one of the DIA documents states: 


M/R: By ref a, [censored]... advised 
sequence [censored]... in obtaining 
MOON DUST specimens, advised 
film of nose cone photographed by 
DATT on 19 July forwarded un- 
processed to DIACO-2B, and 
requested copies of prints of film 
for [censored]... as well as guidance 
as to what DATT can tell 
[censored]... as to identity of object 
photographed. By ref b, 
[censored]... requested permission 
to retransmit ref a [censored]... . By 
ref c, FTD requested FTD team 
[censored]... see items in posses- 
sion [censored]... or to courier 
these items back to [cen- 

sored]... and further requested 
[censored]... to attempt to obtain 
results of [censored]... . By ref e, 
[censored]... stresses need to 
protect our knowledge of [cen- 
sored]... this matter, and state we 
cannot approach [censored]... on 
any of the objects which [cen- 
sored]... had in their possession. 
MSG above coordinated with 
DIACO-D in draft. (See docs. 6-5, 
6-6, 6-7, and 6-8.) 


If these objects were of American 
origin, does it not stand to reason that NASA 
would have been more involved than the 
DIA or the Air Force’s “FTD team”? 

As we can see from the above ex- 
ample, the documents released by the DIA 
are heavily censored. Neither the Depart- 
ment of State nor the DIA has ever informed 
the Government of Nepal what these objects 
were. In fact, that bit of information remains 
classified in the interests of national secu- 
rity to this very day, as do several other such 
cases. 

What could be so sensitive about 
space junk that it must remain protected 
after twenty-three years of classification? 
What is the American Intelligence Commu- 
nity trying to hide in cases such as the one 
above? 
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Another item of interest among the 
DIA documents was one dealing with an al- 
leged satellite recovered in Sudan on Au- 
gust 3, 1967. According to this document: 


A satellite, cube shaped, weighing 
approximately three tons discov- 
ered 3 August, 50 miles from 
Kutum 1425N 2460E. Satellite 
described as made of soft metal 
presumably light aluminium in 
oblong cubes measuring two inches 
by one inch tightly fastened to- 
gether and covered by a silky 
material. Nationality not identified 
as no inscriptions evident on outer 
surface. Local authorities in El 
Fasher have photographs and with 
difficulty cut samples. (See docs. 6- 
9 and 6-10.) 


Once again, the DIA would not or 
could not identify the nationality of this 
object, for it too is classified in the interests 
of national security. This case is over twenty- 
four years old. 


KK 


The documents mentioned above were 
documents released by the DIA after they 
were discovered within the Department of 
State files. The DIA considers the docu- 
ments within their own files— concerning 
Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue 
Fly—to be a matter of national security and 
not releasable. They remain classified, at 
least Secret, to this very day. 

It should be noted here that since my 
initial request to the State Department for 
Moon Dust and Blue Fly information, the 
State Department seems to have misplaced 
my request and has no record of it. There- 
fore, other documents that required coor- 
dination between agencies are bogged down 
in this frustrating lengthy process and, as 
you have seen, are usually not released or 
even acknowledged. 

In December 1989, I asked the U.S. 
Air Force for any information they might 
have on Project Moon Dust and Operation 
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Blue Fly. Both the offices of the Secretary 
of the Air Force and the Air Force Intelli- 
gence Agency responded in January 1990 
that they did not have any information re- 
sponsive to my request. (See docs. 6-11 and 
6-12.) However, in a letter dated May 3, 1990, 
the Air Force Intelligence Agency con- 
firmed they had two such documents. They 
also stated that these documents were clas- 
sified in the interests of national security and 
not releasable. 

I appealed the Air Force’s decision 
not to release these documents on May 18, 
1990. (See doc. 6-13.) Then, in a letter from 
the Air Force’s Litigation Division dated July 
2, 1990, I was informed: 


Because of the requirement of 
conducting a classification review in 
your case, it will necessarily take 
more time to complete the appeal 
review process. (See doc. 6-14.) 


Based on this letter from the Litiga- 
tion Division, I felt sure it would take the 
Air Force at least another two months to 
respond to my appeal action. This, strangely 
enough, was not to be the case. 

The Air Force advised me, in a letter 
dated July 25, 1990, that my appeal had been 
denied because 


The information responsive to your 
request that is being withheld is 
properly classified pursuant to 
Executive Order and is exempt 
from disclosure under the Freedom 
of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. 

552(b) (1), and Air Force Regula- 
tion 12-30, paragraph 10a. (See 
doc. 6-15.) 


Although I did not know it at that 
time, the Air Force would later upgrade the 
classification of these documents, as well as 
others uncovered by the State Department, 
to insure that they would not be released. 
As a matter of fact, it was after the State 
Department had sent the documents that 
were in their possession to the Air Force for 
review that my FOIA file at the State Depart- 
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ment came up missing. To be sure, the U.S. 
Air Force Intelligence Agency does not wish 
the general public to even know of the ex- 
istence of Project Moon Dust and Opera- 
tion Blue Fly, as we shall see later on in this 
chapter. Perhaps this book, along with read- 
ers’ indignation, will create enough pressure 
so they are forced to reveal whatever it is 
they are hiding. 

On April 3, 1991, the Air Force re- 
ceived my letter from the State Department 
along with the documents that department 
had that belonged to the Air Force and re- 
quired Air Force review prior to release. The 
Air Force found it necessary to extend the 
time on this request twice, in order to 
“search for, collect, and examine those 
records responsive to my request.” In the 
final analysis, the Air Force had uncovered 
ten documents responsive to the items I had 
requested. However, the Air Force was no 
longer calling this information classified. 
They had, in fact, upgraded the classifica- 
tion to insure that it would not become 
known to the general public. (See docs. 6- 
16 and 6-17.) 

In its response, dated June 5, 1991, 
the Air Force was to state: 


We can neither confirm nor deny 
the existence or nonexistence of 
records responsive to your 
request...as any other response 
could reveal classified information 
concerning military plans, weap- 
ons, or operations under section 
1.3(a) (1) of Executive Order 12356 
“National Security Information.” 
(See doc. 6-18.) 


In other words, the U.S. Air Force was 
now stating that the President of the United 
States had declared this information so sen- 
sitive that the existence or nonexistence of 
Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue Fly 
could be neither confirmed nor denied. 
These documents, regardless of their classi- 
fication, were now protected under the Spe- 
cial Access Program. 
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Actually, the Air Force misquoted the 
wrong section of the Executive Order. They 
quoted section 1.3(a) (1), which states: “In- 
formation shall be considered for classifica- 
tion if it concerns: (a) military plans, weap- 
ons, or operations... .” While this section 
would allow for the admission that the in- 
formation is classified and not releasable, it 
does not allow for use of the neither-con- 
firm-nor-deny statement. The only section 
of Executive Order 12356 that allows the use 
of that statement is section 3.4(f) (1), which 
states: “An agency shall refuse to confirm 
or deny the existence or nonexistence of 
requested information whenever the fact of 
its existence or nonexistence is itself classi- 
fiable under this Order.” 

On June 10, 1991, I appealed the Air 
Force’s decision in their letter of June 5. The 
basis of my appeal was the existence of in- 
formation, already in the public domain, 
confirming the existence of both Project 
Moon Dust and Operation Blue Fly. I felt 
this should overrule their denial because 
confirmation had already been made. Ap- 
parently this made sense to the Air Force, 
too. After more than two months of trying 
to decide just how to respond to my appeal 
letter, the Air Force decided it did not have 
to respond because it had already responded 
to my request in its July 25, 1990, response, 
and told me so in a letter dated August 27, 
1991: “No further action is required and this 
matter is considered closed.” (See doc. & 
19.) 

This response is so laughable and 
absurd that it becomes an embarrassment 
to the Air Force when considered with the 
following facts: 


FACT: The Air Force Intelligence 
Agency did rightly consider this 
action separate from my FOIA 
Request to them on the basis of the 
documentation forwarded to them 
by the State Department, as re- 
quired by Executive Order 12356, 
section 3.4(f) (2). 
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FACT: The Air Force Intelligence 
Agency attempted to respond to 
the appeal action. However, the Air 
Force’s Litigation Division would 
not accept any of their responses. I 
was told by Major Heinz at the 
Litigation Office that the Air Force 
Intelligence Agency’s response to 
me was returned for correction 
after the Litigation’s review of that 
response. 


FACT: Based upon the response of 
the June 5, 1991, letter, the Air 
Force violated Executive Order 
12356, section 3.4(f) (2), which 
states, “When an agency receives 
any request for documents in its 
custody that were classified by 
another agency, it shall refer copies 
of the request and requested 
documents to the originating 
agency for processing and may, 
after consultation with the originat- 
ing agency, inform the requester of 
the referral. In cases in which the 
originating agency determines in 
writing that a response under 
section 3.4(f) (1) is required, the 
referring agency shall respond to 
the requester in accordance with 
that section.” 


In short, the Air Force was not to re- 
spond to me at all based on its decision to 
deny my request under Executive Order 
12356, section 3.4(f)(1). The referring 
agency in this case was the State Depart- 
ment, and the Air Force’s denial was in fact 
Executive Order 12356, section 3.4(f) (1). 
Therefore, it should have been the Depart- 
ment of State that responded and not the 
Air Force. 

I have discovered through various 
documents uncovered in my numerous 
Freedom Of Information Act requests that 
prior to November 1961, the United States 
Air Force was definitely involved in both 
Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue Fly. 
Through reviewing a letter from Air Force 
intelligence known as the Betz memo, I had 
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learned that the missions of Operation Blue 
Fly and Project Moon Dust involved a 


potential for employment of quali- 
fied field intelligence personnel on 
a quick reaction basis to recover or 
perform field exploitation of 
unidentified flying objects or 
known Soviet/Bloc aerospace 
vehicles, weapons systems, and/or 
residual components of such 
equipment. 


If we have in fact, recovered space 
vehicles belonging to the then-Soviet Gov- 
ernment, we are required by law to return 
them to the launching state. I do not be- 
lieve we would violate that law. However, the 
fact remains that the U.S. Government has 
recovered what appears to be space vehicles, 
and even refuses to let the countries in 
which the recoveries have taken place know 
what these objects were or even the nation- 
ality of the objects. 

Now, if we are to believe the Air Force 
letter to me of June 5, 1991 rebuffing my 
request for information, it would appear 
that Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue 
Fly are considered so sensitive that, by di- 
rection of the President of the United States, 
the U.S. Air Force may neither confirm nor 
deny their existence or nonexistence. 

What could be so sensitive about 
these programs that the President of the 
United States wishes their cover-up? Has the 
U.S. Government violated international law 
and are some members of the government 
now trying to cover this up, or have we re- 
ally recovered space vehicles from some 
other planet that exists in some other solar 
system? 

Only the censors know for sure. And, 
of course, the President of the United States. 
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4. DD Criteria. 


a. Intelligence team persennel can perfor= effectively only with 
“am adequate beckground of training and experience. Inacequately 
qualified personnel in suck assigmcnot would be a liability rather 
then an asset to succeesful accc=plishzent of the cission, 


S.. GSS Definiticrs. 


_ @ Lfnsuise: Fersonnel who can develop intelligence information 
through interrogeticn and translation from Russ{en cnd/or Bloc country 
languages to English.. - 


b. Tech Man: Perscnnel qualified to cevelop intelliscoce infor- 
retion through field exe=xiration and cnalysis of foreign rateriel, 
with exphesis on the Markings Frosran and technical photesrarhy. 


©. Ops Man: Intelligence tezm chief. Qualified to direce intel- 
gence teaxrs in geining cccess to tercet, {un explo{tst{en of enexy 
personnel end cateriel, an4 in use of field comuatcaticns equipzent 
for repid reporting ef intellézeace infcreation, 


4. A{rdorne Personnel: Military trained and rated perachutists. 


e, Unsicencified Fiyine Obfects (UFO): Headquarters USsF bes 4 
estadligned 2 presrax for investigation of reliably reported unideati«- 
fiec flyiczg ovsects virhin che United States. AFR 200-2 celinestes 
127th cellectios sesponsibilities,: : a 


f. Blue Fly: Operation 5lue Ply hes been established to facilitate . 
expeditious delivery to FID ef Moon Dust or other {tecs of great tech-. |. 
tical intelligesce {nterese. AFCIN SOP for 5lue Fly epereticas, 

February 1960, provides for 1127th particlpetion. 

g. Moon Dust: As a spactelised aspect of its cver-ell sateriel 
exploitation progran, Resdqusrters USAF hes estadlished Treject Moon 
Duet to locete, seccver and celiver cesceaded foreign space vebicles. 

ICcL 35, 25 April 1961, cclincates collection responsibilities, a 


DIScUSS107: 


2. Eesdeuerters USAF (AFCIN) seinteizcs intelligceace texs.es a 
fvuction of APCIN-15 (1127th USAF Field Activities Group). Fersornel 
eevprising such torsss heve corcal AFCIN-1E staff dutfes, and their 
maintensnse ef quclificsation for irteilfgencse teen expleyreot is in 
addition to their nsreal etaff cuties, fer exenple, the Cutef of 
APCLN-1220D, the Doneetic Cperetions Section, edditierally participates 
fo approxuctely 1& howrs cf training per meath fer {nreiligense ceaz 
tpleyrant, Suck training (ecludca physical training, clecarocn cowsat 


{ntellisuare tratains, elrborne operations, fleld prodlezs, ete. 
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Q. Ingellisence teams ere comprised of three wen cach, Yd.{neluce 
a lftpetse, « tech can, end an ops can. All are airborne qualified. 
Crossetraining ts previced each team corer in the skills of the ether 
-team perders to ssoure a teem functional cepebdility Gespite cesuelties 
which cay be tncursved in exploynent. p 


X 


C. Peecetime exploytent of APCIN intelligence team capadility {s 
proviced for in UFO investigation (AF2 200-2) end in support of Air 
Force Systens Comen4 (AFSC) Poreign Technology Division (F7D) Projects 
Moon Dest end Blue Fly, Thece three peecetire projects all {cvelve a 
potential for exaleycent of qualified fleld ‘ntelligence perscnael cu 
& quick resetfon tesis to reccver or perfer= field exploftation of 
unidentified flying chiects, or hkaowa Soviut/Bloc ecerccpece vehicles, 
weapons syste=s, cad/or residual componente of such ecuiprent. Tne 
intelligence teax capadility to gein vapid cccess, reserdicss of 
location, to reccver or perform field expleitaticn, to cormunicate and 
provide {atellicence reports {s the oaly such collectien ceradility 
evatledle to APCIN, end is vitally cecessery in view of current insellt 
gence gepa concerning Soviet/Bloc technological capabilities, 


a. Wertize explcycent of AFCIN intelligence teem capadility is’ 
currently prizerily sezred to the CONAD/KCRAD air defense cission 
(Ateh 1). Tse intellisaznce tess concept vas originzlly czveloped 
within the Air Defense Corcsnd (ADC). The ADC Director of Totelligesce' 
was charged in $53 with crgeaiczing the 4602d Air Intelligence Scsvice 
Squacroa (AISS), vith « vartiza cission of exploiting dcwned ene=y 
"pecple, pcper, and hartvere" for intelligence information thst vould 
centritute to the efr defense of the continental US, anl ADC wes 
elloceted reopever fer this function (ADC Reguistion 24-4, 3 Jan 53, 
Crgantzaticn anz Misefon of the 4602d Air Intelligence Service Squadron), 


e. As a2 econccy cove, the 201 epeces of the 4602¢ AISS vere trarse 
ferre2 to /FOIN ic July 1557 (Sq Comd Cmeral Crees 46, ¢r¢ & Jul 57), 
to provide rocning fcr peacetime AFCIK Suastiens, but with the contine 
geacy that aFCIN would continue to caintaic a cepsbilf{ty to support 
COMAD/RORAD fn the vertine poopie, paper, end herdvere cisston (Atchs ° 
2 end 3). [rem tke 16% spaces that ATCIK ellocsted to che 100Stb AqSS, 

f 43 activated by Eq Cond Gencral Order S45, 2 Jul 57, this czpedility ves 
proviced fcr (Dept of AF Ltr, ded 16 Jul $9, subj: Méssfen ef the 1025th 
AISS), end the earedility has bees caintcined to the Present tice, 
threush the redesisnstion of the 1006th to the 127th US/E Flele 
Activisies Group (4FCin Folicy itr 205-13, 12 April 1¢60), 


~- £. Toe maictenance of the intelligence team capadility over che : 
four year period since {nactivetion of the 46924 AISS hes bees possible — 
largely because recbers of the original highly selece and trstned 65026 
yerscrsel] rexe{ned with the orgraizetion curiag its subsccvear designse 
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ape In odeiticn, 6 cinicur marker of nev 
persofre) asaizned te, the orgentzatiocn end fertultovsly Posecselng besic 
requfteite skills, wera further trained and integrated into the intellt- 


&- Manning of the intelligence tears from theee fources kes nov 
reached the potat of efzinisning returcs, Only 21 evalified intelligence 
teem personnel are now assigned, and of these approxtostely half cre 
Scheduled for pes ccparture from the orgasisetion durfog the nexe 12 
months. There ts no fFerecest input of previously evel{fied personel, 
Taere sce Csrrently five decically quelified velunteers for further 
treinfas ead essignreat to facellizence team additions] cuty, 


kh. In en effort to eugrent the eirinéshing cspadility, usar s 
Perscncs] erstened to orgertcctions other than che 1127th wichin the 
Washingtca essex vho have elzborne/istellicecce teas qualification, cad/er 
who cre fcorzer rexbers of this organtceticn's {ntellisence teacs, end 


(APCIE) for vartine aceigvment to the 1127ch, heve been fesued erproe 
priste crders, and participata in the peacetine tref{ning program for 
Wartine elepesat. Teo such Fersornel are attached, with no roown 
Svallatle edditiors] personnel, : Sue 

“4.0 The cost sericus imrodiate esd. forecest {ntelligcace tcas 
stertese 4s in Liagsisce. There ere nov only five Ruseien Linguists 
essigzued or attechez, end of these only tvo are of native fluency, with 
the ether three of lanzusse wctool capadility. Pour of the five, 
{nclucing the cuz of necive fluency, are fcreczst for Fes by Neverber 
1562. Oaly one sein, fortunstely of rative fluessy, is scheduled for ~ 
“airdorse training for intelligence teaz qelificetion and essisnrent. 
Teo eccitfonel Eusetan Linguists sre forecest for essigr=eat to the 
Lli7ek, but neither ere yet fatelligence tean qualified or ere known 
to be voluoteers fcr {rtelligence teen essigr=zat, All cstelligcsse 
tess perscencl are volunteers, : ‘ 


Jj. 
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" ELQhs perecanel in these catezcries are forecast for 23 less within the 


Bert twelve noatks, with an tuput forecast of five Perscrael, four of 
whom are Preseatly ezsigaed, basteslly quzlified veluatcers for airborne 
treining, end one cf when fa a fozecest cein to the 11z7¢h. 


ke. A sizesble maser of ovelified Uicsuists are Presently assigned 
Seta Noor are ees eri nae Con prs re 
STD Cl tases, Msey of the Linsuists ere either sirbcrce rated s=4/ 
or have bad {ntellicence tesn essicancats to this ergentzation in éts 
Present or forcer cesienations, feccet{snosat of these facividuels to ~ 
APCINeLE uzen co=pietion of thelr prescot teers {5 @ iccicel rethod hy 
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vho have been spfroved by their orge={saticn of aseigrment and Hq USAF. — 
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which the current end ferecast shortage could be ret. A prodles' thet 
would be encountered in f=pleenting such ecsaignorent is the Lock of 
1127th Linguist AFSC eanpower vecasctes. Toe 1127th hes only tvelve = 
Linguist AFSC canpower cpaces allocated and seven of these cpaces are 
filled with eltber noa-Fussica/Bloe country Linguists or with oon- 
intelligence team qualified Lingulsta, — : 


1. Possible solutions to the current end forecast shortage are: 
Q) Becteally qusliffed personzel currently assicned to APCHi-lz 
who velzatecr for further training, to include atrtorce training, ond 
assiporent to {ntellicence tezcs, should be given such training aod 
essignseat eas edditicnal suty to normal staff duty exploysens. 


(2) Assigroeat to the 1127th of fotelligesce teem qualified 
Linguists returning fren oversecs or. coupletics other zr eceignocnts 
©0 26 authorised cverace basis, Such authorised overages were previcusly 
assigned to the organization and provided net only for the intelligence * 
tee= capatility, but for fruitful peacetizs ZI exployzent of LUicguises, ° 
Ten such percomel could be fully end effectively ucilized Curing pesce-: 
tire in cuties directly in or closely allied to their 4¥SC's, with the 
Antelligesce teer capshility betzg en additfosel éuty. fae 


: (3) Qualified intelligence ceaz Pérecnnel now assigned to the 
1127th could be retcined beyond their normal Cuty tours until «2 cicie 
lerly qualified Teplacesent fs forecast or sssigned, 

> ft 


fy aan ars tes 
e. A stancerd AFTHP and AFCIN-P policy should be the idenci ficaticn 
to AFCDI-1£ ef previously qualified intelligence teac Fersornel fere- 
Cest for recumm to the ZI from cverse2s essi{cnments for essignmant ; 
against APCI-1E foracess personnel vacaocies, Latitude tey de required 


” end ssould be cuthorized tn rhe éssicrment of euch personnel by srede 


anc APSC, For exarple, 1£ o 204% vacancy is feorecast vithin AFCIN-1E, 
eod an intelligence tea= qualified 203x5 Ls foresest evsilchle, and che 
203X% 18 cetcr=ined able to perfor the staff duties Tejuized, either 
frez perseral knowledge of the tadividual's cipabilities, or Sy cecas 
of aa exchenge of correspondcuace between the losing comzsad cad AXNDi-le, 
auchoricetion for essicccent of the 203% Ggzinst the 205% vacancy 
chould de grzotecd. It is genarelly true that 203's with AISS background 
are ncraslly eble to perfern 204 cuties elfectively with a rinfurs of 
@xperience on the Job. To « lesser Cezres, end on a selective basis, 
this fs clso true of 203's beizs able to perferp dotellisence ozgenisa- 
tien 702 cuties, e oe . 


B. Discussicn to this point has covered shelintelliceace team 
Ceveloprent, ecspoesition, current peecetize end vartine uissions, and 
perscrael predless, tT) further estedlish the velue of the unique 
Afr Force copability represenred by the increllicence tears, their 
futcre peteatial for esployrent sheuld be cousidered,- 
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ies eltd current aad contimitag need for tha AFCIs : 
ae ae oe espabili{ty for peacetine and vartine c=ploynent, - H 
= S hetleza’peceseerT to raintain the capability in "cadre" streagth.: 
‘should be’ {encdietely implemented, and actions to expend the eapadiitty ¢ 
* should | be feplesrated on @ cound basis of Fersorsa} acquisition, | 
Aides en3 erp loycent : ‘s . othe 


whe ey for further training, to inetote airborne Eekiaios: and. : 
ossignucent to datellicence texzs, should be giver such training and -"- > 
esa{grient as edditfoaal duty to norcel staff duty exploymmt. Attache. ss 
meat, 4: fs e current request are atrborne ereining quotes, for five - 
lintecr 


TX-1E ‘should prepcre, cad” cic throug ‘2? priate chensele,! 
. “taetviduet Jerestlest ons Eee tha following: . .+ ; 


oe ao yee 
>t . 


> (1), 
“totttal tea intell£ sense tem. qualified Linguists cite to the ZZ 
“Eros everrezs, “esslgrect,. with 2 later eedi tional supplencot An. ‘thes 
17 event! of bFCOr sutherized expenz ion of ‘cade. 


of quslugsed tatellisens 
Aarecy zereccsal, Boe Teseicred to “the 112785, until yes sai A sal fied 
plocens Texé) forecast or Se'signed: 2.2 en 


€ cS APD and /PCIN ? pres fee 
‘to ‘tgeartty’ to” wom oa prey ously ¢ queliiied Astellizgesce tesa persons 
fcrecnst for retusa to the .2I fcoa cvorsces Ere{pamsats.:. Lacituze sbould- 
be requested, by ArCL+ 15 in “aseigaceat of such’ ‘personacl’ ‘egainct ectus] 
or forecist Vezcacies’ {a apse end gradze"spaces fa vartesce wich those 
pesecssed by che Yetur ces if it ts: ectabdlisked ‘that retumses hove “nod 
 APSC ‘shills w ich ca be seereeer ay, muti lized la, the vaceat spaces 
saris 
mee OY  tbecy dey tor of Mon ‘ntelligence teed 4 to Seuth Wier ves 
fer ‘Gg leystat’ fa-Viot Nes =/Lios against USAF fntelligeacd riguiress ones. 
Expericice’ ‘gained fc establishing logictical s: Support, end operational 4 
e=plojzmt “wi1L be frvalaable fo ecvelopfrg: further: plo fer, Antelligc=se © 
“teen utilicetton? i Tse tesa’ should be ett scaed to. ‘the Air 2bescbe; Siec 
Rex ext ater bis” ‘operations | esatrol for, the pertge of TDYSu! . 


ote’ ou 


is Cxicerpt, 1127 ¢ce 
Pe 0, ltr, Gea T ayler,” 23). 

_ cy ler, , Cen Lowic, 4 Her 57; 
T Re sore ing Quotes’ 
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. IY BS, x : es ted 
“Pe DEPARTMENT. CF STA an Ge aL 
‘f: ‘REVieWz0 eee a “BATE dapis 


DAS IND ‘CATED 
5) Departirentof" state 


Which Have Returned to Earth ° 


SUBJECT Guidance’ for Dealing with hace Objects 
| “ay| REF’ ‘State theses eg 1321482 Feb oh 


ies 0. asses xGDs-2 ; 
~PEOR, PINR, TSPA, UN ©. 


®, This nedsage supers edes previous nekiieelens contained 
reftel which have been in effect for past five years 
and provides revised guidance to all us. personnel. * 
serving abroad in an official capacity for dealing wit 
Space objects which have 2 Survived FESDLEY and3 
impacted on the cten eal 

‘eae eae iaatne. ante 


eee gf ALT pos “poses 'S Snotld ensure th 
personne. especially those who serve as duty officers; 
are aware of ice sgtidance oneeehed ae 


oD 

iO} 
4 
F. 


cabled | | | 


ie the: dann teuaau pisecee is ‘not clearly i 
efined by international treaty. However, in general 
it may be construed to mean any object, including 
component parts, which has been placed in earth orbit: 
-.0r beyond. In addition to functioning satellites 

various types, Spent boosters, shrouds, fuel tanks 
‘rocket nozzles, ballast, dummy payloads, etc.; could: 
also be considered space objects... F 
this guidance, any hardware (whether intact major com 
ponents or debris) from launches which were intended 
to achieve. aries: orbit: But, feted to do so should be 


Fel | | de 


Attachment: 


Extracts poe Various, Space Treaties and ‘UN 
oe ae Space. . 


eeeln 


ahh 


ay oe For Deportment 0 Only 
= rae FM Og | +323 ee oc In : 
Ted by: : : Drolting Caton trons Not ontents ond Classitication Approved b 
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considered as space objects. The procedures outlined . 

. herein would not apply to debris from surface-to-surface 

‘missile tests, even though the missiles may have passed 
through “outer space" during the ballistic phase Se ee 

flight. re Plea mr a ‘ 


In general, most space objects not specifically designed 
‘to withstand reentry burn up in the earth's atmosphere when 
‘they decay from orbit. However, from time to time a few 
space objects do survive reentry throygh the atmosphere ‘and 
impact on the surface of the earth. 


“When a aback ‘object impacts on the artis and. is recovered, : 
a number of Sens deretions and inter cd ™ t be taken into 
“account. . ne ; Be ‘ : 


see inna wi abla 
case, a careful assessment of these sometimes competing | 
‘interests and obligations will be made by the interested aa 
. agencies in Washington and a program of action will be designed | 
. kaad eeodace the maximum hapless oa to the US. : 


“tn all space “obyent cases, it ‘is ‘the ‘yesponsibi lity of the 
Department of State to insure that US interests are served ° 


RET ET 
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: Doc. 6-2c State Dept. Airgram, Jul 26, 1973 


“SECRET - 


Ber a : Se aoa = o WARS. epee FTES Kees 
The designator "MOODUST" is used in cases involving the . 
examination of non-US space objects or objects of unknown ~ 
origin. sin tie Pg tte eRe ’ ss a . 


In the examination of an object, the following information | 
. should be obtained and reported to the extent possible: — 


oe Oe Se et 2 Be SRS eS Soe a3 Xe 
(i: ctl.  Pre-impact observations, direction of trajectory, 
number of objects observed, time of impact, characteristi 
of impact area, and circumstances of recovery. rs 


weit 2. Description of any injury or damage caused by the. 
Object. Provide precise details to extent possible, but: 
in making inquiries avoid stimulating claims, especially 
trivial or nuisance claims 2 Pee j 


“3. A=6343 


“gegeey 3 


_Deseription of any peentstyeng MAES: or SSRCREE 


hs ‘Detailed Mesertpeten. ‘of he shyaieal nature and 
condition of the object, intluding actual or estimated | 
 peesiradeamit Weight, i warseale 2 cones ers etc. Eh. 


i If possible, ‘photographs of the object iouetaranlg 
-in color) from various angles using a dimensional reference 
ener asa wuler. or pack of IGE OSEREESR: 


a Any “pther, information which ateit ‘be helpful in, 
identifying ise: Zepeeare or mee interest to. ‘USG. : 


ae vio el eS pete 


Frased on eve: ialormaelon aeauiand by neha post, "¥ha Department, 
_of State in conjunction with other interested agencies will 
“determine subsequent action required. , 
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Senet. 


’ The Outer Eaace Treaty abidankes - a  perey to return, ‘to the * 
launching state space objects and their component parts which 


return to earth on its territory. The Return of Astronauts ~~: & 
and Objects Agreement elaborates on this obligation, requiring fea be 
-that.a party must notify a launching state and the UN Secretary & 
General when it learns that a space object has landed on its me. 


“territory. This treaty further provides that such an object 
must be eptuened if a magnet for return is made by the © 


oy 


Launching state. The launching state may be required to 
furnish identifying data prior to return of the object. 
The Outer Space Liability Convention elaborates rules 
and procedures concerning liability for damage caused 
by space objects and payment of compensation for such 
‘damage. “Quotes of the relevant Articles of the Outer _ 
Space Treaty and the Astronauts and Objects Agreement -. 
are enclosed,'as is the complete text of the Liability -. 
Convention. ; Pee a cus - coe 


DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 


Doc. 6-3 DIA Letter, Jan 4, 1990 


U-1 ,023/RTS-1 4 January 1990 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, New Mexico 88201 


Dear Mr. Stone: 


This responds to your request under the Freedom of Information Act dated 
25 December 1989. Therein you requested information pertaining to Project 
“Bluefly” and Project “Moondust". A search of DIA's systems of records. 
located no Information pertaining to Project "Bluefly". 


Upon review, it has been determined that all substantive portions of the 
information pertaining to Project “Moondust" are properly classified and are 
not releasable. The properly classified portions withheld are exempt from 
release pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552 (b)(1), Freedom of Information Act. 
Subsection (b)(1) applies to Informat:ion properly class!fled under the 
criteria provided by Executive Order 12356. There are no reasonably 
segregable portions of this exempt material. 


You are advised that a requester may appeal, within 60 days, an initial 
decision to withhold a record or part thereof. Should you wish to exercise 
this right, you may do so by referring to case #0006-90 and addressing your 


appeal to: 


Directcr 

Defense Intelligence Agency 
ATTN: = RTS-1 (FOIA) 
Washington, D.C. 20340-3299 


Sincerely, 

Dw () 
Kael ' Comat 
ROBERT C. HARDZOG 


Chief, Freedom of Information and 
Privacy Act Staff 


DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY é KY 
wastnaroHl, 0.€. 20300 4 i 
Sea ot 
U-1,802/RTS-1 26 April 1991 
Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 £. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 Doc. DIA Letter, Apr 26, 1991 


Dear Mr. Stone: 


This responds to your request under tie Freedom of Information Act dated 

25 December 1989. Therein you requestod, from the Department of State 
(DOS), Information pertaining to "Moorlust." In processing your. request, 
the DUS located élaht documents orlainated by thls Agency and forwarded them 
for review by letter dated 12 March 1191. 


Upon review, It has been determined that some portions of six documents are 
not releasable. The Information withheld 1s exempt from release pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 552 (b)C1) and (b)(2), Freedom of Information Act. Subsection 
(b)(1) applies to Information properly classified under the criterta 
provided by Executive Order 12356. Subsection (b)(2) applies to Information 
which pertains solely to the internal es and practices of the Agency. 

All reasonably segregable portions of these documents are attached hereto 


All substantive portions of the remaining two documents are not releasable. 
The information withheld 1s exempt fren release pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552 
(b)(1) and (b)(2), Freedom of Information Act. There are no reasonably 
segregable portions of this exempt material 


You are advised that a requester may appeal, within 60 days, an Initial 
decision to withhold a record or part thereof. Should you wish to exercise 
this right, you may do so by referring to case #0224-91 and addressing your 
appeal to: 


Director 

Defense Inteliigence Agency 
ATIN: RIS5-18 

Washington, PC. 20340-3299 


Sincerely, 
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[ Doc. 6-5b DIA Document, Jul 26, 1968 ‘| eee 


(wo coples all printa a3 you Toequaest. 


Tequested copies of Prints of film for 

as well as guidance as to what DATT 
identity of object photographed. 
permission to retransmit ref a By ref c, FTD requested 


FID team see items in Possession or to 
courier these items back to 


to attempt to obtain results of 


stresses need to protect our knowledge of 
this matter, and state we cannot approach MMMon any of the objects 
which 


had in their Possession. MSG above coordinated 
with DIACO-D in draft, 


can tell 


requested 


and further requested 
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x Doc. 6-6a DIA Teletype, Jul 23, 1968 ] CALL 53337 
nr nis “pi PVFOR MKC OT io 
; Re Gy UN Seavicg 
VZCZCJCS343_—. oe. Saget 


I<e Cu 


“PP RUEOUFA eee : 

DE RUSRHT 300 2050520 a ? 23 06 477 

ZNY SSSSS : 

i. P 2305192 JuL 68 Be 

isk FM USD&0 AMEMBASSY KATHMANDU 

TO RUENJFA/DIA WASH DC 

INFO RUEFHQA/1227TH USAF FAG Fy BELVOIR VA 

“RUEDFIFVETD WPAFB OHIO 

, RUEBRAA/AFSC ANDREWS AFB MD 

*  RUEBREA/CINCSTRIKE MACDILL AFB FLA eh. 

DA GRNC , 2 
BT : : Pee es 

; Reet Aetecaeeoms, ‘DAO 0245 JUL 68, s4297H 
FOR AFNIAD FOR AFNIAAB) AFSC FOR SDFPI FTD FoR TDAMFy CINCSPRIKE 

, FOR J2. DIA PASS TO STayE, ; 

' SUBJECT: MOON DUST ¢y) : . 

“REFS DAO NEPAL SECRET MSG 0212 yy 68, : 
THIS MSG IN THREE PARTS, ae. 
PART To 2 ~ aus 

(+ FULL COORDINATION JUST EFFECTED SS 8: 1s 

 eTSTORY GON MAJOR ACTIONS REGARD SPCE OBJECTS 4§ FOLLOWS! 

". Aa 23 APR, RNA SHOWS ‘THO OBJECTS TO DATT, oO 
os 82 20 MAY, RNA Gives PHOTOS OF- TWO -OByECTS ‘To ‘DATT, - -: 
“"" C. 27 MAY, RNA SHOWS ‘THREE OBVECTS ‘79 OBJECT 

' NOT SHOWN 70 DATT WAS OVAL SHAPE, $0 X 45 INCHES AND -2 INCHES 
THICK (THIRD OBJECTS, ; 

D. 29 MAY, RNA GIVES ‘THREE OBJECTS To 
AND TELLS MD THAT. A COMPLEYE NOSE CONE (FOURTH OBJECT) 
EXISTS BUT CANNOT BE SEEN, 


x 


Mag: 


E. 47 SUNE, RNA TELLS DATT THERE I$ A COMPLETE Nosg 
- CONE SUT IMPOSSIBLE TO. SEE, ' : ; 
Fe 49 SULY: DATT ANVETED TO SEE FOURTH OBJECT, RNA ~ 


CINC ASKS THREE OBJECTS BACK ASAP, 
OBSECTS NOW EXFECTED BACK iN NEPAL: OA 28 JULY 
G. -22 yuiy; aes ST itt HASNiT BEEN ABLE TO 
SEE FOURTH OBJECRIIUT RECEIVES SHARES PHOTO OF SAME, 
ft i i ime t 
n . SS 
rs | ACTION: DIALS R/FILE-1(6)DuD-sE a 
ae J é 
eee 2 te 
7 bono 
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! DEPARTMENT OF DEPENST@ 
& , HATIGHAL ILITARY COrtAND CELTES 
| LESSACE CARTER 


Doc. 6-6b DIA Teletype, Jul 23, 1968 


B. DEFENSE SECRETARY CHITTRA SAHADUR K,C. ASKED DATT 
LAST NIGHT IF ORIGIN OF OBJECT HAD BEEN DETERMINED AND IF WE 
INTENDED TO SEND EXPERTS, ANSWER TO BOTH QUESTIONS 
WASxTHAT DATT DiD NOT YET KNOW, FUTURE ACCESS 70 FOURTH 
OBJECT SHOULD BE NO PROBLEM BUY UNKNOWN AS TO FIRST THREE, 
PART Id. 


{,, EM oF & CER TO POKHARA 15~25 JUNE TO 

INVESTIGATE FAL OBJECTS. ALL FOUR OBJECTS FELL NIGHT 
25226 MARCH AT THREE LOCATIONS E8358-N2616, EB4U26N2815, °° > 
AND _E8334-N2754_ FROM BEARING OF 020 RPY 620 DEGREES, 


FELL NIGHT 25-26 MARCH. .LARGE TRIANGULAR PIECE FROM 

[ TOR NOZZLE. CIRCULAR METAL DISK 1S ELECTRICAL’ CONNECTOR, 
WAL PIECE. (THIRD OBJECT) IS BASE OF UHF RPT UHF 

AERIAL» CONFIDENT LARGE CONE (FOURTH OBJECT) MUST BE MOTOR 
NOZZLE. METAL ANALYSIS CONTINUING, 

3, BRITISH MILATT PASSING LONDON !NFO GP RNA EXCEPT ‘FOR 
fACT THAT COSMOS 208 !S PHOTO RECON SINCE RUSSIANS. HAVE 
STATED 208 IS SCIENTIFIC ‘SATELLITE, 

PART IVI. , 

{i IN VIEW OF ALL OF THE ABOVE, DATT NOW FESLS THAT 
TECHNICAL TEAM SHOULD NOT RPY NOT BE SENT UNLESS VISUAL 
EXAMINATION OF FOURTH OBJECT 18 FELT ESSENTIAL. if 

% IF TEAM iS NOT RPT NOT SENT, REQUEST GUIDANCE: AS TO 
WHAT DATT CAN TELL GON DEFENSE SECRETARY AS TO WHAT OUR’ 
DETERMINATION OF OBVECTS 3S IN ORDER TO CLOSE CASE, 

}. RECOMMEND PRINTS REQUESTED BY PARA 2, PART 11, OF 

teF MSG RETAIN UNCLASSIFIED STATUS. FILM IN REGISTERED 


PACKAGE 224-68 DEPARTED KATHMANDU 22 JULY IN EMBASSY 
pucH NUMBER 09 RPT 09, : 


i a 
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i . asx, ©: aaa his — @ 
a | ae DEPARTMENT Gl DEFENSE L 
p? / HATIORAL MILITA2Y COMMGKD CEMTER P 
RE ~ mH ae HESSAGE CENTER 8 25 
o° =A fie 
VZE7CUCS440 Doc. 67D = es CALL 53331 
PP RUEQJFA a ahewe NHCC/HC 
DE RUSAHT 455 2120650 vec Len’ RVICE 
ZNY SSSSS 


ens 


FM USDAO AMEMBASSY KATHMANDU 

TO RUENSFA/DIA WASH NC 

INFO RUEFHOA/1127TH USAF FAG FT RELVOIR VA 
RUEDFIF/FTD WPAFB OHIO 

RUFBRAA/AFSC ANDREWS AFB MD 
RUFBREA/CINCSTRIKE MACDILL AFB FLA 

NA GRAC 


P 3096302 JUL 68 pet: 730 08 | 


Srntkead MM 0A0 1223 JUL 68, 1127TH 

FOR AFNIAD FOR“AENITAABS AFSC FOR SCFP1. FTD FOR TDAMF; DIA PASS 
TO STATE CINCSTRIKE FOR J2, Barales so 
SURJECT$ MOON DUST (U) Z 
REF? A, NEPAL MSG DAO 0215 JUL4é8, 

QR, NEPAL MSG DAO N220 IIL 6a 
1, PARA 4, PART I] OF REF A STATFS 'FROM BFARING OF 020 DE4330', 

THIS SHOULD BE 'QN' NOT RPT NOT 'FROMI, I.E, 

OBJECTS CAME FROM SOUTH TO NORTH, 


?. NO NEW DFVELOPMENTS HERE EXCFPT FIRST 
SECRFTARY VISITED ON UNSUCCESSFUL FISHING 


EXPEDITION FOR INFO ON SPACE ORJFCTS, 

3. MATT BRIFFED AMBASSADOR YESTERDAY ON MNON DUST SITUATION, 
ONLY POINT RAISED WAS DESIRE THAT WE GIVE GON POS VE INFO IF 
AT ALL POSSIRALE DUE TOI 


RT 
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3 RATIONAL MILITARY CONGAND CLNTER “i é . 
RIESSAGE CENTER 
qe soe i : 
Se ee 5 ey 9886 
BOP Vis Ce ag 
NEF ‘ N 
Sgt al CALL 53337 


FOR NHC 
' VZC2C05CS789 C/HC 


CO RUEAUF A os <a DN Taehoe GSU -RVICE 
RE RUSSHT 379 2071114 loc. 6- eletype, date unknown 7 25 y | 
INY SSSSS 2212 


0 2511122 59886 
Fe USDAOQ AMEMBASSY KATHMANDU ; 

TO RUEQJFA/DIA WASH DC 

INFO RUEFHOA/14127TH USAF FAG FY & MCGVOIR VA 

RUEDFIF/FT) WPAFB OHIO 

RUEBRAA/AFSC ANDREWS AFB MD =a 
RUFBREA/CINCSYTRIKE MACDILL AFB FLA 

RUDONBA/USDAO AMEMBASSY LONDON 


DA GRNC AM CPRNATE 
aT Ce ea 
ME) 1) E00 

L/ 


FUDIS/ Savon, ses DAO 0220 Gu 68. 1127TH 

FOR AFNIAN FOR AFNIAABS AFSC FOR.SCFPI FTD FOR TDAMFI 

| CINCSTRIKE FOR J2, DIA PASS TO STATE, 

SUBJECT: MOON DUST (Ud 2 

REF: A, DAO NEPAL SECRET MSG 0215 JUL 68 (NOTAL), 
B. FID WPA TG 2420202 JUL 68, 


OP» 
NNN : 
ACT: DIA-S FILE-1 (6) MAC/RP 
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Department of State TELEGRE 


PaGeE @, +714 %6Z 


7 
ACTION SCI @5 


INFO 4F Bis B4sUSTa i2sCI4 O4eRSC @lsNSa O2sINR OB vl -O3seACDA 
OST @:,NASA @42GPM @3eNSC 1ODRER PI» 7095 W 


P $!769!5Z AUG 67 

Fm USDAO _AMEMBASSY KHARTOUM 
Dia WaSHOC F t 

INFOQ SECSTATE. WASHDC PRIORITY 


SUBJECT! SATELLITE FOUND IN SUDAN (U} 


tf. tU} LOCAL PRESS 17 AUG 67 REPORTED THAT A SATELITE, ‘CUBE 
SHAPEDs WEIGHING APPROXIMATELY THREE TONS DISCOVERED -3AUGUST 
5% MILES FROM KUTUM 1425N 2460E6 SATELLITE DESCRIBED AS MADE 
Of SOFT METAL PRESUMABLY LIGHT ALUMINIUM IN OBLONG CURES 
MEASURING ‘TWO INCHES BY ONE INCH TIGHTLY FASTENED TOGETHER 
AND COVERED BY A SILKY MATERIALe NATIONALITY NOT IOENTIFIED 
AS NO INSCRIPTIONS EVIDENT ON OUTER SURFACE« LOCAL AUTHORITIES 
= iN €L FASHER HAVE PHOTOGRAPHS AND WITH OIFFICULTY :cUT 
SAMPLES « 


2. MMMM Recail DIRECTIVE PUBLISHED ON REPORTING INFO OF THIS. 
NATURE BUT ALL DIRECTIVE STROYEDs REQUEST ‘SPECIFIC 
GUIDANCE OR REQIUREMENTS« 


Letw0er ty 5 
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[esnoTepmoazmm S$ ° 16 


Department of State TELEGRA 
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Ss. 
0 8716302 OCT/70/ ae 
FM USDAO/FORT!-KAMY a) 
TO DIA IMMEDIATE > 
INFO 1127 USAF FLD ACTY GP FT BELVOIR VA IMMEDIATE “& 
FTD WRIGHT PATTERSON AFB OHIO 

CONAD ENT AFB CO eS 
SECSTATE WASHDC 


ES 27 oc 


JOINT STATE OIA MESSAGE 


CIA FOR OIACO*2 AND DOIASTs [327TH FOR AFNIAABs FTD FOR TDAMO, CONAD 
FOR Jes DEPT OF STATE FOR INR AND GPMe SUBJECT! (U) MOON DUST. 

DATT CALLED BY MINISTER INTERIOR TO INSPECT OBJECT FOUND NEAR LAI 
{®924N*-1618E) ON | AUGUST 1978¢ MINISTER SAID OBJECT FELL IN 

AREA WITH THREE LOUD EXPLOSIONS AND THEN BURNED FOR FIVE DAYSe 

DATT INSPECTED OBJECT WHICH IS A METAL SPHERE ABOUT {8 INCHES IN 
DIAMETER WEIGHING 20-25 POUNDSe THE TWO HALVES OF THE SPHERE ARE 
WELDED TOGETHERe AT EACH POLE OF SPHERE ARE PORTS WHICH HAVE 

BEEN MELTED CLOSED*® THE SPHERE SHOWS EVIDENCE OF BURNING AND SEVER- 
AL LIGHTER STREAKS RUN THROUGH BURNED AREASe THE OBJECT RESEM- 
BLES A PRESSURIZED FUEL TANKe OATT WILL BE IN POSSESSION OF 

THE OBJECT AND CAN FORWARD IF OESIRED PLEASE ADVISEe 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON 0C 20330-1000 


[ Doc. 6-11_U.S.A-F. Letter, Jan 11, 1990 


4 4° JAN ig 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 
Dear Mr. Stone: 


We are responding to your December 25, 1989 Freedom of 
Information Act request. 


We do not have any records responsive to your request. 


Syncerely, 


CAROLYN W. PRICE 
Assistant Freedom of 
Information Manager 


Se Doc. 6-12 U.S.A-F. Intelligence Agency Letter, 
Jan 17, 1990 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS AIR FORCE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
FORT BELVOIR, VIRGINIA 22060-5798 


17 JAN 1990 


Mr Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 


Dear Mr Stone 


This is in response to your 25 December 1989 Freedom of Information request 
addressed to Headquarters Air Force Intelligence Service. 


We have completed a thorough search of our records and found none responsive 
to your request, 


If I can be of further assistance, please let me know. 
Sincerely 


JQicH L. TRUETT 
Freedom of Information Act Manager 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON UC 20330-1000 


Doc. 6-13 U.S.AF. Letter, May 3, 1990 
MAY 3 1990 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


Mc. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 


Dear Mr. Stone: 


We are responding to your December 25, 1989 Freedom of 
Information Act letter. 


We have two records responsive to your request. However, 
they are exempt from disclosure because the information contained 
in’ them is currently and properly classified. 


The authority for this exemption is in the United States 
Code, Title 5, Section 552(b)(1) and Air Force Regulation 12-30, 
paragraph 10a. 


The denial authority for this decision is Brigadier General 
Billy J. Bingham, Deputy Assistant Chief of Staff Intelligence. 


Should you decide to appeal this decision, you must write to 
the Secretary of the Air Force within 60 calendar days from the 
date of this letter. You should include in the appeal your 
eit te fen reconsideration and attach a copy of this letter. 

jail it to: 


Secretary of the Air Force 
THRU: SAF/AAIS (FOIA) 
Washington, DC 20330-1990 


Sincerely, 
Au aot: (henss cas 


A. CARMICHAEL 
Freedom of Information Manager 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20324-1000 


Letter, Jul 2, 1990 


2 JU 
wer JACL L i990 


«eect your Appeal Under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) 


™ Mr Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201-7955 


. 2 : 
1. Your FOIA appeal has been received by this office. The 
classified nature of the subject matter of your FOIA request 
requires that a separate classification review be conducted in 
conjunction with the processing of your appeal. Such reviews are 
accomplished by another office within Headquarters Aic Force and 
we have forwarded your appeal fcr this additional review. 


2. It is the policy of our office to process FOIA appeals in the 
order in which they are receivec. Because of the requirement of 
conducting a classification review in your case, it will 
necessarily take more time to complete the appeal review process. 
Also, you should be aware that the office conducting this 
classification review has a considerable backlog of cases. 


3. Once your appeal has been returned to us after its 
classification review, it will be completed as soon as possible. 
After our review, it will be sert to the Secretary of the Air 
Force where final action will be taken and direct notification 
from that office will be made tc you. Thank you for your 
patience, and rest assured our review of your appeal will be 
careful and complete. 


General Litigation Division 
Office of the Judge Advocate General 


[_ Doc. 6-15 USAF. Letter, Jul 25, 1990 
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 20330-1000 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


25 Jui 1090 


| Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201-0920 


Dear Mr. Stone: 


This is in response to your letter of 18 May 1990, appealing, 
under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), the decision of the 
Deputy Chief of Staff Intelligence, Headquarters United States 
Air Force, denying your request under the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) for information concerning projects or Operations 
known as "Moon Dust" and "Blue Fly." 


The Office of the Secretary of the Air Force has considered 
your appeal, and I have determined it should be denied. 


The information responsive to your request that is being 
withheld is currently properly classified pursuant to Executive 
Order and is exempt from disclosure under the Freedom of 
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(1), and Air Force Regulation 
12-30, paragraph 10a. Release of the information could cause 
identifiable damage to the national security. Thus, a significant 
and legitimate governmental purpose is served by its withholding, 
and discretionary release is not appropriate. 


This letter constitutes final Air Force action on your 
appeal. The Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. 552, provides 
for judicial review of this determination. 


Sincerely, 


WILLIAM A. DAVIDSON 
Col, USAF 


Acting Deputy Administrative Assistant 


Doc. 6-16 U.S.AF. Letter, Apr 17, 1991 ] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330-1000 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 


7 APR 1991 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 


Dear Mr. Stone: 


We received your December 25, 1989, Freedom of Information 
Act request on April 3, 1991 from the Department of State. 


To process your request properly, we find a time extension is 
necessary because we need to search for, collect, and examine 
those records you requested. 


A response will be sent to you not later than May 1, 1991. 


igcerely, 
AAROLYN W. PRICE 
Freedom of Tnformation Manager 


Doc. 6-17 U.S.AF. Letter, May 1, 1991 


7 a= 
DE ARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 20330-1000 


hed MAY 109] 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


Mr. Clifford E. Stcne 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 
Dear Mr. Stone: 


This is an interim response to our letter of April 17, 1991. 


We find that additional time is necessary to search for, 
collect, and examine those records you requested. 


We assure you, your request is being processed as quickly as 


possible. 
ae 


Freedom o 


Information Manager 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON OC 


Doc. 6-18 U.S.AF. Letter, Jun 5, 1991 


annee JACL 2 7 AUG 1991 


““r'” FOIA Appeal 


' Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 East Tilden 
Roswell NM 88201-7955 


This is in response to your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) 
Appeal, dated 10 June 1991, concerning Projects Blue Fly and Moon 
Dust. The Secretary has already acted upon your 25 December 1989 
FOIA Request, which is the subject of your present appeal, when he 
denied your request for information pursuant to exemption (b) (1) 
of the FOIA on 25 July 1990. Therefore, no further action is 
required and this matter is considered closed. 


age J. BARRETT, JR. 


ssoc. Chief, General Litigation Division 
errr of The Judge Advocate General 


Doc. 6-19 U.S.A.F. Letter, Aug 27, 1991 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON OC 20330-1000 


06 JUN 1901 


COC HE EME EAR 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 


Dear Mr. Stone: 


This is in response to your Freedom of Information Act 
request of December 25, 1989. We can neither confirm nor deny the 
existence or nonexistence of records responsive to your request 
regarding "Projects or Operations known as BLUE FLY, MOON DUST, 
AFCIN SOP, and ICGL#4," as any cther response could reveal 
classified information concerning military plans, weapons, or 
operations under section 1.3(a)(1) of Executive Order 12356, 
“National Security Information." Therefore, pursuant to Title 5, 
United States Code, Section 552(b)(1), and Air Force Regulation 
12-30, paragraph 10a, your request is denied. 


The denial authority is Janes R. Clapper, Jr., Major General, 
Assistant Chief of Staff, Intelligence. 


You may appeal this decision by writing to the Secretary of 
the Air Force within 60 days of the date of this letter. Include 
in the appeal your reasons for reconsideration and attach a copy 
of this letter. Address your appeal as follows: 


Secretary of the Air Force | 

Thru: SAF/AAIS (FOIA) 

Washington, DC 20330- 1000 
Sig pe 


Dra Tse vA QE’ 


CAROLYN WwW. je 
Freedom of Information Manager 


91-0359 


CHAPTER SEVEN 


The U.S. Air Force’s Self-inflicted Wound 


On September 8, 1994, the U.S. Air Force 
released a document entitled “Report of Air 
Force Research Regarding the ‘Roswell In- 
cident.’” The document, according to the 
Air Force, is meant to “serve as the final Air 
Force report related to the Roswell matter, 
for the General Accounting Office, or any 
other inquiries.” 

Actually the document is more of a 
whitewash than a cover-up. To be sure, the 
Air Force fell victim to its own officially sanc- 
tioned deception program concerning the 
“Roswell Incident,” put in place more than 
fifty years ago. And, to be sure, the Air Force 
was willing to sacrifice its Top Secret Project 
Mogul Program to conceal the truth behind 
the events of the so-called Roswell Incident. 
(See docs. 7-1 and 7-2.) 

But, why issue such a report at all? 
The Air Force gave this following justifica- 
tion for doing the report: 


During the in-briefing process with 
GAO, it was learned that this audit 
was, indeed, generated at the 
specific request of Congressman 
Steven Schiff of New Mexico. 
Earlier, Congressman Schiff had 
written to the Department of 
Defense Legislative Liaison Office 
for information on the “Roswell 
Incident” and had been advised 
that it was part of the former UFO 
“Project Bluebook” that had previ- 
ously been turned over to NARA by 
the Air Force. Congressman Schiff 
subsequently learned from NARA 
that, although they did, indeed, 
have the “Bluebook” materials, the 
“Roswell Incident” was not part of 
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that report. Congressman Schiff, 
apparently perceiving that he had 
been “stonewalled” by the DOD, 
then generated the request for the 
aforementioned audit. 


I have written to many members of 
Congress requesting their assistance in get- 
ting the release of information on this very 
subject. The Air Force, along with many 
other agencies, was less than totally respon- 
sive to the requests the various congressional 
offices made in my behalf. At times, the gov- 
ernmental agencies would totally ignore the 
questions I posed. 

Some examples of the foolish gov- 
ernment responses I received are: 


We have on record of receiving an 
FOIA request for documents. (Why 
do I need an FOIA request when I 
am asking for the release through a 
Congressional office?) 


These missions have never existed. 
(In this case, the Air Force was 
forced to reverse that statement 
when confronted with the evidence 
of the existence of those missions.) 


We cannot determine whether we 
were the “agency” referred to in the 
15 November 1979 USAF letter. 
(Based on the information I had 
provided, they certainly could have 
determined if they were the 
agency—which, in fact, in this case 
they were, and they knew it.) 


The Air Force, among other govern- 
mental agencies, has “stonewalled” other 
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members of Congress whenever those mem- 
bers have asked about the same subject 
matter. In the case of Congressman Schiff, 
however, he was able to see through this, 
got angry, and demanded straight answers. 
Congressman Schiff continued to be “stone- 
walled,” this time, by the DOD. 

The Air Force Statement that “Dur- 
ing the end briefing process with GAO, it 
was learned that this audit was indeed gen- 
erated at the specific request of Congress- 
man Schiff” was an effort to punish Con- 
gressman Schiff politically for asking an 
embarrassing question on a subject the Air 
Force would like to see go away. That the 
Air Force identified Schiff in their report 
was a deliberate effort on their part to dis- 
credit and harm him politically for probing 
into areas the Air Force preferred to keep 
out of the public’s eye. But I have always be- 
lieved that far too many political leaders 
dodged hard questions out of fear of this 
type of retribution. For this reason, I believe 
Congressman Schiff should be commended 
for his efforts in seeking out the truth. 

In addition, I feel that it should be 
pointed out that Schiff did not ask the Air 
Force for documents “proving” UFOs were 
something extraterrestrial. All he was ask- 
ing for was documents relating to the 
Roswell Incident, in order to ascertain what 
exactly the object recovered was! To be sure, 
Schiff’s requests to the Air Force and DOD 
should not have even been considered to 
have anything to do with the UFO phenom- 
enon. 

The Air Force report concluded that, 
once again, the object found was “most 
likely” a balloon—this time, a Project Mo- 
gul balloon train. To be precise, Flight #4 
of the Project Mogul balloon trains. 

Let’s look closely at what is wrong 
with this conclusion, based on the known 
facts of the case. The Roswell legend begins 
with an official news release on July 8, 1947. 
That release reads as follows: 


The many rumors regarding the 
flying discs became a reality yester- 
day when the intelligence office of 
the 509th Bomb Group of the 
Eighth Air Force, Roswell Army Air 
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Field, was fortunate enough to gain 
possession of a disc through the 
cooperation of one of the local 
ranchers and the Sheriff's office of 
Chaves County. 

The object landed on a ranch 
near Roswell sometime last week. 
Not having phone facilities, the 
rancher stored the disc until such 
time as he was able to contact the 
Sheriff's office, who in turn noti- 
fied Major Jesse A. Marcel, of the 
509th Bomb Group Intelligence 
office. 


The Air Force report admits that they 
failed to “locate any documented evidence 
as to why that statement... was made.” The 
Air Force report further states: “... it seems 
that there was over-reaction by Colonel 
Blanchard and Major Marcel, in originally 
reporting that a ‘flying disc’ had been re- 
covered when, at that time, nobody for sure 
knew what that term meant since it had only 
been in use for a couple of weeks.” 

Also, the report makes it clear that 
the descriptions given by most of the wit- 
nesses, “actually described materials that 
sounded suspiciously like wreckage from 
balloons.” 

Furthermore, the report quoted the 
July 8, 1947, FBI document, which stated in 
the Air Force report: 


The disc is hexagonal in shape and 
was suspended from a balloon was 

approximately twenty feet in diam- 
eter...the object found resembles a 
high altitude weather balloon with 

a radar reflector...disc and balloon 
being transported. 


All the above would seem to be sup- 
portive of the Air Force’s report. However, 
if one looks at the whole picture and not 
just at what the Air Force wishes to reflect 
in its report, an entirely different conclu- 
sion emerges. 

The Air Force report states: 


...there was no physical difference 
in the radar targets and the neo- 
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prene balloons (other than the 
numbers and configuration) 
between Mogul balloons and 
normal weather balloons. 


If this is the case, why would Colonel 
Blanchard and Major Marcel be fooled by 
material that made up an everyday weather 
balloon? Sure, in a Mogul balloon there 
might be much more of this material than 
what goes into a normal weather balloon. 
However, both Blanchard and Marcel were 
quite familiar with weather balloon devices 
and surely would not have been fooled by 
the material found, even if it appeared that 
there was much more of the material than 
what would normally go into a normal 
weather balloon device. What’s more, there 
were personnel stationed at Roswell Army 
Air Field who could have readily identified 
the recovered object as some type of balloon 
device, even if they were not aware of the 
existence of Project Mogul. 

They found something that, to them, 
was highly unusual and could not be identi- 
fied as any balloon device. They believed the 
material recovered did, if fact, have some- 
thing to do with the flying disc phenomenon 
being reported at that time. For this reason, 
they decided not to release any details con- 
cerning the recovered material until after 
Air Force Intelligence had had a look at the 
material. 

I would also suggest that the Air 
Force had already come up with a defini- 
tion of what an Unidentified Flying Object 
or Flying Disc was, and that the definition 
went something like this: any airborne ob- 
ject which by performance, aerodynamic 
characteristics, or unusual features does not 
conform to any presently known aircraft or 
missile type, or which cannot be positively 
identified as a familiar object. 

While it is true that the witnesses have 
given descriptions that seem to fit a weather 
or Mogul balloon device, these descriptions 
are not what made the witnesses believe the 
material was mysterious. It was the strange 
properties of the material: It could not be 
bent; you could not put dents in it; it would 
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not tear; it could not be cut; and it would 
not burn. All of these characteristics are 
uncharacteristic of any balloon device, 
Project Mogul or otherwise. 

The Air Force report makes the point 
that even the FBI teletype of July 8, 1947, 
stated: “The object found resembles a high 
altitude weather balloon with a radar reflec- 
tor.” However, the report omitted another 
key part of that teletype which states, “But 
that telephonic conversation between their 
office [Eighth Air Force Headquarters] and 
Wright Field HAD NOT BORNE OUT THIS 
BELIEF.” 

After the object was identified as a 
balloon, why wasn’t the FBI officially noti- 
fied, so that they could close out the case in 
their records? Remember, according to the 
July 8 teletype, they too were left with the 
impression that the object was something 
more than a balloon. We can see this confu- 
sion by reviewing the language used in the 
teletype stating that the object “resembles” 
a weather balloon and not definitively indi- 
cating that it ws a weather balloon. 

Furthermore, the photographs that 
appeared in newspapers were not of mate- 
rials consistent with that of a Project Mogul 
balloon train. The materials that appeared 
in the newspaper photographs were noth- 
ing more than a weather balloon and a 
RAWIN target. In the Air Force report, none 
other than Major Irving Newton (USAF, 
Ret.) states this being the case. Major New- 
ton indicates in the Air Force report: “What 
I know to be true, that is, the material I saw 
in General Ramey’s office was the remains 
of a balloon and a RAWIN target.” 

In short, the object in the photo- 
graphs is a complete, torn-up weather bal- 
loon with a RAWIN target device and not 
what one would expect to see if the mate- 
rial was from a downed Project Mogul bal- 
loon train or any other balloon device, be- 
ing exposed to the elements of weather, that 
had been in a New Mexico field for several 
weeks, let alone several days. 

Assuming that the object found was 
a Project Mogul balloon train, why wasn’t 
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Professor Moore’s group notified of this find 
at the time, so that his group could have 
properly identified the object as Mogul Bal- 
loon Flight #4? Remember, to this very day 
the official records show Flight #4 as “unre- 
covered.” With Project Mogul being, at the 
time, an important and Top Secret project, 
why wasn’t this action carried out? It was 
important to recover as many of the Mogul 
balloons as possible in order to gather the 
data from them so as to justify both the 
program’s existence and its high classifica- 
tion. Something here doesn’t make sense. 

The Air Force report takes into ac- 
count several news stories that appeared 
during the time of the alleged “Roswell In- 
cident” to support their conclusion that the 
object was actually a Mogul balloon. These 
news stories are: the July 8, 1947, Roswell 
Daily Record’s report, “RAAF Captures Flying 
Saucer on Ranch in Roswell Region”; the 
July 9, 1947, Roswell Daily Record’s stories 
entitled “Ramey Empties Roswell Saucer” 
and “Harassed Rancher Who Located ‘Sau- 
cer’ Sorry He Told About It”; and an article 
published in the Alamogordo News, July 10, 
1947, concerning multiple balloons and tar- 
gets. 

In the July 8 article it is made clear 
that the object “landed on a ranch near 
Roswell sometime last week.” This would 
seem to indicate that the object was found 
by the rancher some time during the first 
week of July 1947. However, in the July 9 
article the rancher states that he found the 
material on June 14 and picked some of it 
up on July 4 to take to town. In the same 
July 9 edition of the Roswell Daily Record, the 
story was dismissing the object as a weather 
balloon and radar target device. 

What the Air Force report doesn’t say 
is that the rancher was escorted by military 
personnel to give the story that appeared 
in the July 9 article. Also, the rancher stated 
in that article, “I am sure what I found was 
not any weather observation balloon.” The 
rancher was quite familiar with weather bal- 
loons, having found two on the ranch prior 
to this event. Also, the description of the 
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object changed in this article to conform 
with a balloon that had been exposed to the 
weather for some time. The description 
given in this article is not indicative of the 
balloon photographs that appeared with the 
General Ramey article. Furthermore, chang- 
ing the date of the find from the first week 
of July to June 14, 1947, would be impor- 
tant to support any belief that the object was 
a balloon—in particular, Flight #4 of the 
Project Mogul balloon trains. Again, some- 
thing here doesn’t make sense. 

The Air Force report has this to say 
about the Alamogordo News article of July 10: 


However, on July 10, 1947, follow- 
ing the Ramey press conference, 
the Alamogordo News published an 
article with photographs demon- 
strating multiple balloons and 
targets at the same location as the 
NYU group operated from at 
Alamogordo AAF. Professor Moore 
expressed surprise at seeing this, 
since his was the only balloon test 
group in the area. He stated, “It 
appears that there was some type of 
umbrella cover story to protect our 
work with Mogul.” 


At the time this article was released, 
Project Mogul was a Top Secret project. Who 
released the story and for what reason? Why 
release such a story at the very location ofa 
Top Secret government project and run the 
risk of drawing attention to that project? 
Could it be that the story was released and 
the Army Air Force was willing to compro- 
mise the Top Secret Mogul project in order 
to create some type of umbrella cover story 
to protect another event considered far 
more sensitive than Project Mogul? 
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After the Ramey press conference, many of 
the daily newspapers were not “buying” the 
balloon story. For this reason, I believe the 
Army Air Force made a conscious decision 
to release a story on Project Mogul so that 
the events in Roswell could be supported as 
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simply a balloon. I also believe that for this 
reason the Army Air Force convinced the 
rancher to change the date of the discovery 
of the object from the first week of July to 
June 14, thereby supporting the story, even 
more, that the object was nothing more than 
Project Mogul Flight #4. By taking these 
actions the Army Air Force had put in place 
an officially sanctioned deception program 
to confuse and defuse any reporter who 
would have “gone after” the story, being 
convinced that the object was nota balloon. 
Sadly, I believe the Air Force fell victim to 
its own deception program with the release 
of its report some fifty years ago. 

The Air Force report could not over- 
look the fact that many people came forth, 
permitting their names to be used and tell- 
ing their stories, which did not support the 
contention that the object was a balloon of 
any type. The Air Force report had this to 
say about these witnesses: “Persons who have 
come forward and provided their names 
and made claims may have, in good faith 
but in the ‘fog of time,’ misinterpreted past 
events.” 

However, the Air Force did not even 
consider this a possibility when it came to 
their own witnesses (those supportive of the 
conclusion that the object was a balloon). 
To be sure, if one’s testimony supported the 
Air Force position, one’s thinking was in- 
tact. However, if the witness’s testimony did 
not support the Air Force conclusion, then 
that person’s thinking was clouded by the 
“fog of time,” according to the Air Force 
report. 

The Air Force, knowing that the tes- 
timony of several key witnesses would more 
than likely not support the balloon conclu- 
sion, chose not to question those individu- 
als— individuals such as General Arthur 
Exon and Colonel Thomas DuBose, to 
name a few. 

While I firmly believe that the Air 
Force set out to prove the “Roswell Incident” 
was merely a balloon, I cannot forget the 
self-serving words of an army colonel. (In 
this case too, it was important that a conclu- 
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sion be drawn that supported the U.S. 
Government's position and not necessarily 
the right conclusion.) Those convenient 
words were: “Witnesses sometimes make 
conflicting statements to different investi- 
gators. Honest men can and may reach dif- 
ferent conclusions based on identical evi- 
dence.” 

As for possible classified records, the 
Air Force “reviewed appropriate classified 
records for any tie-in to this matter [the 
Roswell Incident].” This is what the Air 
Force report had to say about these records: 


With regards to highly classified 
records, it should be noted that any 
programs that employ enhanced 
security measures or controls are 
known as a Special Access Programs 
(SAPs). The authority for such 
programs comes from Executive 
Order 12356 and flows from the 
Department of Defense to the 
Services via DOD Directive 5205.7. 
These programs are implemented 
in the Air Force by Policy Directive 
16-7, and Air Force Instruction 16- 
701. These directives contain 
detailed requirements for control- 
ling and reporting, in very strict 
manner, all SAPs. This includes a 
report from the Secretary of the Air 
Force to the Secretary of Defense 
(and ultimately to Congress) on all 
SAPs submitted for approval, and a 
certification that there are no “SAP- 
like” programs being operated. 


This statement is true in that this is 
the way SAP-like programs are supposed to 
work. However, I have yet to find that mem- 
ber of Congress who will admit full knowl- 
edge of the Iran-Contra Affair. Also, the 
National Security Agency (NSA), Central 
Intelligence Agency (CIA), and most of the 
other agencies that make up the intelligence 
network have used SAP-like programs to 
cover up activities they wished to conceal 
from Congress. 

The Air Force report made no men- 
tion of the Air Force’s so-called “Blue 
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Room,” “Project Moon Dust,” or “Operation 
Blue Fly.” All of these missions, in my opin- 
ion, would play an important role in any 
search for the truth as to what the Roswell 
object really was. Yet, when I asked the Air 
Force office responsible for the Air Force 
Report about these missions, the response I 
received was, “I never heard of those [Blue 
Room, Project Moon Dust, and Operation 
Blue Fly] operations.” 

Senator Barry Goldwater once asked 
General Curtis LeMay if he could have a 
look at what was in the Blue Room located 
at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. General 
LeMay’s response was, “Not only can’t you 
get into it, but don’t you ever mention it to 
me again.” I have letters from Senator Barry 
Goldwater admitting that he was, in fact, 
denied access to this facility. 

The peacetime missions of both 
Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue Fly 
deal with the recovery of, among other 
things, “objects of unknown origin.” The Air 
Force’s response to me, in regard to Free- 
dom of Information requests for informa- 
tion on these two missions, was to neither 
confirm nor deny their existence. This type 
of response is indicative of a SAPs-like pro- 
gram. Yet, according to the Air Force, the 
records pertaining to these missions were 
never checked for any possible tie-in with 
the recovery of “objects of unknown origin.” 
Furthermore, documents released by agen- 
cies such as the Defense Intelligence Agency 
and the State Department clearly indicate 
that UFO reports were collected from for- 
eign countries under the codename “Moon 
Dust.” 

I asked for and received the assis- 
tance of Senator Jeff Bingaman’s office in 
an effort to get the Air Force’s records on 
Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue Fly 
released. The Air Force’s first response to 
the Senator’s office was: “... these missions 
have never existed.” However, I provided the 
Senator’s office with some twenty-three 
documents clearly showing these “missions” 
did, in fact, exist. The next request from the 
Senator’s office was provided with a watered- 
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down response in an effort to convince him 
that these missions were never used—al- 
though they did, at one time, exist. 

Once again, the documents released 
by other agencies clearly indicate these mis- 
sions were used and the watered-down state- 
ment provided to the Senator’s office were 
nothing more than an effort on the part of 
the Air Force to conceal this fact. 

Of course, the Air Force, realizing 
that people like myself would know that it 
did not check all its records, had this to say: 


It is anticipated that detractors 
from this effort will complain that 
‘they did not search record group 
x, box y, or reel z, etc.; that’s where 
the real records are!’ Such com- 
plaints are unavoidable and there is 
no possible way that the millions of 
records under Air Force control 
could be searched page by page. 
The team endeavored to make 
logical searches in those places 
where records would most likely be 
found. 


To this charge, all I can say is this: 
Had the Air Force been more concerned 
about being as fully open as possible when 
“detractors” such as myself asked them ques- 
tions about such things as the Blue Room, 
Project Moon Dust, Operation Blue Fly, etc., 
they would not be caught in this em- 
barassing dilemma. 

Remember, the Air Force has always 
insisted that there was nothing classifiable 
about UFOs. However, when questioned 
about UFOs, in connection with the above- 
mentioned missions, the Air Force response 
was: “... these missions have never existed”; 
“.. the information necessary to respond to 
your request is properly classified”; or “... we 
may neither deny nor confirm the existence 
or nonexistence of records responsive to 
your request.” 

Such “complaints” are avoidable in 
our form of government. It’s called being 
open and honest with the American people 
they are supposed to be serving—something 
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the Air Force, among other governmental 
agencies, has yet to learn. 

The Air Force report had this to say 
about early consideration of extraterrestrial 
spacecraft: 


All the records, however, indicated 
that the focus of concern was not 
on aliens, hostile or otherwise, but 
on the Soviet Union. Many docu- 
ments from that period speak to 
the possibility of developmental 
secret Soviet aircraft overflying U.S. 
airspace. This, of course, was of 
major concern to the fledgling 
USAF, whose job it was to protect 
these same skies. 


But first, where did the Air Force get 
the idea that Congressman Schiff was look- 
ing for “proof” of extraterrestrial spacecraft? 
Schiff and his staff have made it quite clear 
that they were looking for records (docu- 
ments) as to what the Roswell object really 
was—nothing more, nothing less. The one 
thing that Congressman Schiff and his staff 
was not looking for was evidence of “extra- 
terrestrial spacecraft.” Secondly, the Air 
Force’s statement can only be made out of 
its ignorance of its early history in dealing 
with the flying disc phenomenon. 

In July or August 1948, the Air Tech- 
nical Intelligence Center did a Top Secret 
study of the flying disc phenomenon. The 
study was in the form of an “Estimate of the 
Situation”—the situation being flying discs, 
and the assumption being that they, the fly- 
ing discs, were interplanetary. However, the 
late, General Hoyt S. Vandenberg would not 
“buy” the possibility of interplanetary space- 
craft, and he ordered that some highly un- 
usual actions be taken with regard to this 
report. 

General Vandenberg directed that 
the report be declassified and then de- 
stroyed. If a report is classified, you may or- 
der its destruction without declassifying it. 
However, you must complete a documented 
record of its destruction. If a document is 
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declassified, then there exists no reason for 
its ordered destruction—it would be con- 
sidered not to have any national security 
value. So, why did Vandenberg order this 
document to first be declassified and then 
destroyed? 

Could it be that he took this action 
in order to insure that the American public 
would never see or even know of the exist- 
ence of this document? If you order a classi- 
fied document destroyed, there is a docu- 
mented record of its existence and destruc- 
tion. However, if you order a document to 
be declassified and then destroyed, no such 
record exists. I think General Vandenberg’s 
actions speak for themself. 


tak 


In conclusion, I believe the Air Force set out 
in advance to “prove” that the Roswell ob- 
ject was nothing more than a balloon de- 
vice. During their research, the Air Force 
came across the “evidence” that was planted 
fifty years ago as part of an officially sanc- 
tioned deception and disinformation pro- 
gram to conceal the events that occurred at 
Roswell, New Mexico, in July 1947; and even 
then, the best the Air Force could come up 
with was that the object was “most likely” 
Flight #4 of Project Mogul. 

Furthermore, I believe the Air Force 
at that time was willing to sacrifice Project 
Mogul to further conceal the events that had 
occurred in Roswell. Remember, after the 
release of the story that appeared in the 
Alamogordo News on July 10, 1947, the secu- 
rity of Project Mogul had effectively been 
both breached and compromised. 

I believe history will record the fol- 
lowing about the so-called “Roswell Inci- 
dent”: Whatever was found on that day in 
July 1947 will never be fully known. The 
object will be whatever you wish it to be. I 
further believe that no government on the 
face of this Earth will ever be honest enough 
to tell its people the whole truth about 
UFOs. Not even the United States Govern- 
ment, as much as I wish they would. 

We now know that most world govern- 
ments have highly classified records dealing 
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with UFO sightings and that many of these 
sightings/incidents cannot be readily ex- 
plained away, even after careful analysis. We 
also know that much of this information is 
shared among the many countries involved. 
So, one might ask, if this is truly the case: 
Who is the information being kept from— 
and why? 

The Air Force will never be in a posi- 
tion of explaining away many of the re- 
ported UFO sightings/incidents, even with 


the many advances of modern-day science, 
Many incidents of Unidentified Flying Ob- 
jects still continue to be reported from 
around the world, and science has yet to 
evolve to that point of perfection that might 
solve and answer the many questions the 
phenomenon invokes. ; 

The greatest mystery of the twenti- | 
eth century will, in my opinion, continue to — 
be the greatest mystery of the twenty-first! 


Doc. 7-1 U.S.A.F. Memorandum Concerning 
Release of Roswell Report, Sept 8, 1994 
MEMORANDUM FOR CORRESPONDENTS 


Secretary of the Air Force Sheila E. Widnall today announc 
the completion of an Air Force study to locate records that woul 
explain an alleged 1947 UFO incident. 
an extraterrestrial spacecraft and its alien occupants were 
recovered near Roswell, N.M., in July 1947 and the fact was kept 


from the public. 


At the request of Congressman Steven H. Schiff (R-NM), the 
General Accounting Office in February 1994 initiated an audit to 
locate all records related to the Roswell incident and to 
determine if such records were properly handled. 
entitled "Records Management Procedures Dealing With Weather 
Balloon, Unknown Aircraft, and Similar Crash Incidents” is not 


complete. 


The GAO audit involved a number of government agencies but 
In support of the GAO effort, the Air 
Force initiated a systematic search of current Air Force offices 
as well as numerous archives and records centers that might help 
Air Force officials also interviewed a 
number of persons who might have had knowledge of the events. 
Prior to the interviews, Secretary Widnall released those person 
from any previous security obligations that might have restricte 


focused on the Air Force. 


explain the incident. 


AW oe ke Wet Rate Stil 
LHeLL BLaLeincenits. 


The Air Force research did not locate or develop any 
information that the "Roswell Incident" was a UFO event nor was 
there any indication of a "cover-up" by the Air Force. 
Information obtained through exhaustive.records searches and 
interviews indicated the material recovered near Roswell was 
consistent with a balloon device of the type used in a then- 
No records indicated or even hinted at. the 
recovery of "alien" bodies or extraterrestrial materials. 


classified project. 


All documentation related to this case is now declassified 
and the information is in the public domain. 
has been turned over to the Air Force Historian. 
report without attachments may be obtained by contacting Major 
Thurston, Air Force Public Affairs, (703) 695-0640. 
with all 33 attachments is available for review in the Pentagon 


Library in Room 1A518. 


-END- 
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REPORT OF AIR FORCE RESEARCH REGARDING 
THE “ROSWELL INCIDENT” 


EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


The “Roswell Incident” refers to an event that supposedly happened in July, 1947, wherein 
the Army Air Forces (AAF) allegedly recovered remains of a crashed “flying disc” near 
Roswell, New Mexico. In February, 1994, the General Accounting Office (GAO), acting 
on the request of a New Mexico Congressman, initiated an audit to attempt to locate 
records of such an incident and to determine if records regarding it were properly handled. 
Although the GAO effort was to look at a number of government agencies, the apparent 
focus was on the Air Force. SAF/AAZ , as the Central Point of Contact for the GAO in 
this matter, initiated a systematic search of current Air Force offices as well as numerous 
archives and records centers that might help explain this matter. Research revealed that 
the “Roswell Incident” was not even considered a UFO event until the 1978-1980 time 
frame. Prior to that, the incident was dismissed because the AAF originally identified the 
debris recovered as being that of a weather balloon. Subsequently, various authors wrote 
a number of books claiming that, not only was debris from an alien spacecraft recovered, 
but also the bodies of the craft’s alien occupants. These claims continue to evolve today 
and the Air Force is now routinely accused of engaging in a “cover-up” of this supposed 
event. 


The research located no records at existing Air Force offices that indicated any “cover- 
up” by the USAF or any indication of such a recovery. Consequently, efforts were 
intensified by Air Force researchers at numerous locations where records for the period in 
question were stored. The records reviewed did not reveal any increase in operations, 
security, or any other activity in July, 1947, that indicated any such unusual event may 
have occurred. Records were located and thoroughly explored concerning a then-TOP 
SECRET balloon project, designed to attempt to monitor Soviet nuclear tests, known as 
Project Mogul. Additionally, several Surviving project personnel were located and 
interviewed, as was the only surviving person who recovered debris from the Original 
Roswell site in 1947, and the former officer who initially identified the wreckage as a 
balloon. Comparison of all information developed or obtained indicated that the material 
recovered near Roswell was consistent with a balloon device and most likely from one of 
the Mogul balloons that had not been previously recovered. Air Force research efforts did 
not disclose any records of the recovery of any “alien” bodies or extraterrestrial materials, 


INTRODUCTION 


Air Force involvement in the alleged UFO-related incident popularly known as the 
“Roswell Incident” began as the result of a January 14, 1994, Washington Post article 
(Atch 1) which announced Congressman Steven Schiff’s intent to initiate a General 
Accounting Office (GAO) effort to resolve this controversial matter. Having previously 
been involved in numerous Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and Congressional 
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requests on “unusual aircraft,” to include Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), The 
Director, Security and Special Program Oversight, Office of the Secretary of the Air 
Force, (SAF/AAZ) believed the Air Force would become involved in any GAO effort 
involving this subject. 


Thus, in late January, 1994, SAF/AAZ directed its research/declassification team, 
SAF/AAZD, to attempt to locate any official records relative to this matter. These initial 
research efforts focused on records at the Air Force Historical Research Agency 
(AFHRA), Maxwell AFB, AL, the Air Force Safety Agency (AFSA) at Kirtland AFB, 
NM and the National Archives and Records Administration (NARA). 


On February 15, 1994, the GAO officially notified Secretary of Defense William J. Perry 
that, it was initiating an audit of the Department of Defense (DoD) policies and 
procedures for acquiring, classifying, retaining, and disposing of official government 
documents dealing with weather balloon, aircraft, and similar crash incidents (Atch 2). 
This notification was subsequently passed to the Department of Defense Inspector General 
who in turn officially notified the Secretaries of the Services and other affected parties of 
the audit ina February 23, 1994, memo (Atch 3). This memorandum indicated that the 
“GAO is anxious to respond to Representative Schiff's request and to dispel any concerns 
that the DoD is being unresponsive.” These were the first official US Government 
documents that indicated that the purpose of the GAO was to review “crash incidents 
involving weather balloons and unknown aircraft, such as UFOs and foreign aircraft, and 
(2) the facts involving the reported crash of an UFO in 1949 (sic, 1947) at Roswell, New 
Mexico ... (and an) alleged DoD cover-up.” 


An entrance meeting of potentially concerned parties was held in the offices of the DoD 
Inspector General on February 28, 1994. During this meeting it was learned that, while 
the audit officially would be reviewing the records of a number of DoD (and possibly 
other Executive Branch entities), the bulk of the effort would be focused on Air Force 
records and systems. The audit was officially given the GAO code 701034, and entitled 
“Records Management Procedures Dealing With Weather Balloon, Unknown Aircraft, 
and Similar Crash Incidents.” Although this official title appeared rather broad, there was 
no misunderstanding that the real purpose was to attempt to locate records and/or 
information on the “Roswell Incident.” This incident, explained later in more detail, 
generally dealt with the claim that in July of 1947, the US Army Air Forces (USAAF) 
recovered a flying saucer and /or its alien occupants which supposedly crashed near 
Roswell, New Mexico. When the USAAF ultimately became the United States Air Force 
(USAF) in September, 1947, the USAF inherited equipment, personnel, records, policies, 
and procedures from the AAF. In this particular case, the Air Force also inherited the 
allegation that it had “covered up” the “Roswell Incident” and has continued to do so for 
the next 47 years. 


Within the Air Force, the Office of the Administrative Assistant to the Secretary of the Air 
Force (SAF/AA) is responsible both for information management procedures (SAF/AAI) 
and security policy and oversight (SAF/AAZ). Because of this organization, SAF/AA was 
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the logical entity to assist the GAO in its audit and SAF/AAZ was officially named as the 
Central Point of Contact for this endeavor (Atch 4). Subsequently, the then- 
Administrative Assistant, Mr. Robert J. McCormick, issued a tasking memorandum dated _ 
March 1, 1994 (Atch 5), to a number of current Air Staff and Secretariat offices that 
might possibly have records related to such an incident if, indeed, something had actually 
occurred. This search for records was purposely limited to Air Force records and systems 
since: 

(a) The Air Force had no authority to compel other agencies to review their records; 
(b) The Air Force would have no way to monitor the completeness of their efforts if they 
did; and 

(c) the overall effort was the task and responsibility of the GAO--not the Air Force. 


During the in-briefing process with GAO, it was learned that this audit was, indeed, 
generated at the specific request of Congressman Steven Schiff of New Mexico. Earlier, 
Congressman Schiff had written to the Department of Defense Legislative Liaison Office 
for information on the “Roswell Incident” and had been advised that it was part of the 
former UFO “Project Bluebook” that had Previously been turned over to NARA by the 
Air Force. Congressman Schiff subsequently learned from NARA that, although they did, 
indeed, have the “Bluebook” materials, the “Roswell Incident” was not part of that report, 
Congressman Schiff, apparently perceiving that he had been “stonewalled” by the DoD, 
then generated the request for the aforementioned audit. 


It is within this context that the following research and assistance efforts were conducted 
in support of the GAO. This report is intended to stand as the final official Air Force 
response regarding this matter, 


THE “ROSWELL INCIDENT”--WHAT WAS ORIGINALLY REPORTED IN 1947 


The modern preoccupation with what ultimately came to be called Unidentified Flying 
Objects (UFOs) actually began in June, 1947. Although some pro-UFO researchers argue 
that sightings of UFOs go back to Biblical times, most researchers will not dispute that 
anything in UFO history can compare with the phenomenon that began in 1947. What 
was later characterized as “the UFO Wave of 1947” began with 16 alleged sightings that 
occurred between May 17 and July 12, 1947, (although some researchers claim there 
were as many as 800 sightings during that period). Interestingly, the “Roswell Incident” 

" was not considered one of these 1947 events until the 1978-1980 time frame. There is no 
dispute, however, that something happened near Roswell in July, 1947, since it was 
reported in a number of contemporary newspaper articles; the most famous of which were 
the July 8 and July 9 editions of the Roswell Daily Record. The July 8 edition reported 
“RAAF Captures Flying Saucer On Ranch In Roswell Region,” while the next day’s 
edition reported, “Ramey Empties Roswell Saucer” and “Harassed Rancher Who Located 
‘Saucer’ Sorry He Told About It.” 
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The first story reported that the Intelligence Officer of the 509th Bomb Group, stationed 
at Roswell AAF, Major Jesse A. Marcel, had recovered a “flying disc” from the range 
lands of an unidentified rancher in the vicinity of Roswell and that the disc had been 
“flown to higher headquarters.” That same story also reported that a Roswell couple 
claimed to have seen a large unidentified object fly by their home on July 2, 1947. 


The July 9 edition of the paper noted that Brigadier General Roger Ramey, Commander of 
the Eighth Air Force at Forth Worth, Texas, stated that upon examination the debris 
recovered by Marcel was determined to be a weather balloon. The wreckage was 
described as a .”..bundle of tinfoil, broken wood beams, and rubber remnants of a 
balloon...” The additional story of the “harassed rancher” identified him as W.W. Brazel 
of Lincoln County, New Mexico. He claimed that he and his son, Vernon, found the 
material on June 14, 1947, when they “came upon a large area of bright wreckage made 
up of rubber strips, tinfoil, a rather tough paper, and sticks.” He picked up some of the 
debris on July 4 and .”..the next day he first heard about the flying discs and wondered if 
what he had found might have been the remnants of one of these.” Brazel subsequently 
went to Roswell on July 7 and contacted the Sheriff, who apparently notified Major 
Marcel. Major Marcel and “a man in plain clothes” then accompanied Brazel home to 
pick up the rest of the pieces. The article further related that Brazel thought that the 
material: 


.’..might have been as large as a table top. The balloon which held it 
up, if that is how it worked, must have been about 12 feet long, he felt, 
measuring the distance by the size of the room in which he sat. The 
rubber was smoky gray in color and scattered over an area about 200 
yards in diameter. When the debris was gathered up the tinfoil, paper, 
tape, and sticks made a bundle about three feet long and 7 or 8 inches 
thick, while the rubber made a bundle about 18 or 20 inches long and 
about 8 inches thick. In all, he estimated, the entire lot would have 
weighed maybe five pounds. There was no sign of any metal in the 
area which might have been used for an engine and no sign of any 
propellers of any kind. Although at least one paper fin had been glued 
onto some of the tinfoil. There were no words to be found anywhere 
on the instrument although there were letters on some of the parts. 
Considerable scotch tape and some tape with flowers printed upon it 
had been used in the construction. No string or wire were to be found 
but there were some eyelets in the paper to indicate that some sort of 
attachment may have been used. Brazel said that he had previously 
found two weather balloons on the ranch, but that what he found this 
time did not in any way resemble either of these.” 


EVOLUTION OF THE EVENT FROM 1947 TO THE PRESENT 


4 yy 
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General Ramey’s press conference and rancher Brazel’s statement effectively ended this as 
a UFO-related matter until 1978, although some UFO researchers argue that there were 
several obtuse references to it in 1950’s era literature. Roswell, for example, is not 
referred to in the official USAF investigation of UFOs reported in Project Bluebook or its 
predecessors, Project Sign and Project Grudge, which ran from 1948-1969 (which 
Congressman Schiff subsequently learned when he made his original inquiry). 


In 1978, an article appeared in a tabloid newspaper, the National Inquirer, which reported 
the former intelligence officer, Marcel, claimed that he had recovered UFO debris near 
Roswell in 1947. Also in 1978, a UFO researcher, Stanton Friedman, met with Marcel 
and began investigating the claims that the material Marcel handled was from a crashed 
UFO. Similarly, two authors, William L. Moore and Charles Berlitz, also engaged in 
research which led them to publish a book, The Roswell Incident, in 1980. In this book 
they reported they interviewed a number of persons who claimed to have been present at 
Roswell in 1947 and professed to be either first or second hand witnesses to strange 
events that supposedly occurred. Since 1978-1980, other UFO researchers, most notably 
Donald Schmitt and Kevin Randle, claim to have located and interviewed even more 
persons with supposed knowledge of unusual happenings at Roswell. These included 
both civilian and former military persons. 


Additionally, the Robert Stack-hosted television show “Unsolved Mysteries” devoted a 
large portion of one show to a “re-creation” of the supposed Roswell events. Numerous 
other television shows have done likewise, particularly during the last several years anda 
made-for-TV movie on the subject is due to be released this summer. The overall thrust 
of these articles, books and shows is that the “Roswell Incident” was actually the crash of _ 
a craft from another world, the US Government recovered it, and has been “covering up” 
this fact from the American public since 1947, using a combination of disinformation, 
ridicule, and threats of bodily harm, to do so. Generally, the US Air Force bears the brunt 
of these accusations. 


From the rather benign description of the “event” and the recovery of some material as 
described in the original newspaper accounts, the “Roswell Incident” has since grown to 
mythical (if not mystical) proportions in the eyes and minds of some researchers, portions 
of the media and at least part of the American public. There are also now several major 
variations of the “Roswell story.” For example, it was originally reported that there was 
only recovery of debris from one site. This has since grown from a minimal amount of 
debris recovered from a small area to airplane loads of debris from multiple huge “debris 
fields.” Likewise, the relatively simple description of sticks, paper, tape and tinfoil has 
since grown to exotic metals with hieroglyphics and fiber optic-like materials. Most 
versions now claim that there were two crash sites where debris was recovered; and at the 
second site, alleged bodies of extraterrestrial aliens were supposedly retrieved. The 
number of these “alien bodies” recovered also varied. These claims are further complicated 
by the fact that UFO researchers are not in agreement among themselves as to exactly 
where these recovery sites were located or even the dates of the alleged crash(es). 
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Consistently, however, the AAF was accused of securing these sites, recovering all the 
material therefrom, keeping locals away, and returning the recovered wreckage (and 
bodies) to Roswell under extremely tight security for further processing and later 
exploitation. 


Once back at Roswell AAF, it is generally alleged that special measures were taken to 
notify higher headquarters and arrangements made to have recovered materials shipped to 
other locations for analysis. These locations include Ft. Worth, Texas, the home of the 
Eighth Air Force Headquarters; possibly Sandia Base (now Kirtland AFB), New Mexico; 
possibly Andrews AAF, Maryland, and always to Wright Field, now known as Wright- 
Patterson AFB, Ohio. The latter location was the home of “T-2” which later became 
known as the Air Technical Intelligence Center (ATIC) and the Air Materiel Command 
(AMC), and would, in fact, be a logical location to study unknown materials from 
whatever origin. Most of the Roswell stories that contain the recovery of alien bodies also 
show them being shipped to Wright Field. Once the material and bodies were dispersed 
for further analysis and/or exploitation, the government in general, and the Army Air 
Forces in particular, then engaged in covering up all information relating to the alleged 
crash and recovery, including the use of security oaths to military persons and the use of 
coercion (including alleged death threats) to others. This, as theorized by some UFO 
researchers, has allowed the government to keep the fact that there is intelligent 
extraterrestrial life from the American public for 47 years. It also supposedly allowed the 
US Government to exploit recovered extraterrestrial materials by reverse engineering 
them, ultimately providing such things as fiber optic and stealth technology. The “death 
threats,” oaths, and other forms of coercion alleged to have been meted out by the Army 
Air Forces personnel to keep people from talking have apparently not been very effective, 
as several hundred people are claimed to have come forward (without harm) with some 
knowledge of the “Roswell Incident” during interviews with non-government researchers 


and the media. 


Adding some measure of credibility to the claims that have arisen since 1978 is the 
apparent depth of research of some of the authors and the extent of their efforts. Their 
claims are lessened somewhat, however, by the fact that almost all their information came 
from verbal reports many years after the alleged incident occurred. Many of the persons 
interviewed were, in fact, stationed at, or lived near Roswell during the time in question, 
and a number of them claim military service. Most, however, related their stories in their 
older years, well after the fact. In other cases, the information provided is second or third- 
hand, having been passed through a friend or relative after the principal had died. What is 
uniquely lacking in the entire exploration and exploitation of the “Roswell Incident” is 
official positive documentary or physical evidence of any kind that supports the claims of 
those who allege that something unusual happened. Conversely, there has never been any 
previous documentary evidence produced by those who would debunk the incident to 
show that something did not happen; although logic dictates that bureaucracies do not 
spend time documenting non-events. | 


SEARCH STRATEGY AND METHODOLOGY i 


—s< 
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To insure senior Air Force leadership that there were no hidden or overlooked files that 
might relate to the “Roswell Incident;” and to provide the GAO with the best and most 
complete information available, SAF/AAZ constructed a strategy based on direct tasking 
from the Office of the Secretary, to elicit information from those functional offices and 
organizations where such information might logically be contained. This included 
directing searches at current offices where special or unusual projects might be carried 
out, as well as historical organizations, archives, and records centers over which the Air 
Force exerted some degree of control. Researchers did not, however, go to the US 
Amny to review historical records in areas such as missile launches from White Sands, or 
to the Department of Energy to determine if its forerunner, the Atomic Energy 
Commission, had any records of nuclear-related incidents that might have occurred at or 
near Roswell in 1947. To do so would have encroached on GAO’s charter in this matter. 
What Air Force researchers did do, however, was to search for records still under Air 
Force control pertaining to these subject areas. 


In order to determine parameters for the most productive search of records, a review was 
first conducted of the major works regarding the “Roswell Incident” available in the 
popular literature. These works included: The Roswell Incident, (1980) by William 
Moore and Charles Berlitz; “Crashed Saucers: Evidence in Search of Proof,” (1985) by 


Moore; The UFO Crash at Roswell, (1991) by Kevin Randle and Donald Schmitt; The 
th About th rash at Roswell (1994) also by Randle and Schmitt; The 


Truth About the UFO Crash at Roswell, 

Roswell Report: A Historical Perspective, (1991), George M. Eberhart, Editor; “The 
Roswell Events,” (1993) compiled by Fred Whiting; Crash at Corona (1992) by Stanton 
T. Friedman and Don Berliner, as well as numerous other articles written by a combination 
of the above and other researchers. Collectively, the above represent the “pro” UFO 
writers who allege that the government is engaged in a conspiracy. There are no specific 
books written entirely on the theme that nothing happened at Roswell. However, Curtis 
Peebles in Watch the Skies! (1994) discussed the development of the UFO story and 
growth of subsequent claims as a phenomenon. There has also been serious research as 
well as a number of detailed articles written by so-called “debunkers” of Roswell and other 
incidents, most notably Philip J. Klass who writes The Skeptical Inquirer newsletter, and 
Robert Todd, a private researcher. The concerns and claims of all the above authors and 
others were considered in conducting the USAF records search. 


It was also decided, particularly after a review of the above popular literature, that no 
specific attempt would be made to try to refute, point by point, the numerous claims made 
in the various publications. Many of these claims appear to be hearsay, undocumented, 
taken out of context, self-serving, or otherwise dubious. Additionally, many of the above 
authors are not even in agreement over various claims. Most notable of the confusing and 
now ever-changing claims is the Controversy over the date(s) of the alleged incident, the 
exact location(s) of the purported debris and the extent of the wreckage. Such 
discrepancies in claims made the search much more difficult by greatly expanding the 
volume of records that had to be searched. 
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An example of trying to deal with questionable claims is illustrated by the following 
example: One of the popular books mentioned that was reviewed claimed that the writers 
had submitted the names and serial numbers of “over two dozen” personnel stationed at 
Roswell in July, 1947, to the Veterans Administration and the Defense Department to 
confirm their military service. They then listed eleven of these persons by name and asked 
the question: “Why does neither the Defense Department nor the Veteran’s 
Administration have records of any of these men when we can document that each served 
at Roswell Army Air Field.” That claim sounded serious so SAF/AAZD was tasked to 
check these eleven names in the Personnel Records Center in St. Louis. Using only the 
names (since the authors did not list the serial numbers) the researcher quickly found 
records readily identifiable with eight of these persons. The other three had such common 
names that there could have been multiple possibilities. Interestingly, one of the listed 
“missing” persons had a casualty report in his records reflecting that he died in 1951, while 
the writers claimed to have interviewed him (or a person of the exact same name) in 1990. 


While the historical document search was in progress, it was decided to attempt to locate 
and interview several persons identified as still living who could possibly answer 
questions generated by the research. This had never been officially done before, although 
most of the persons contacted reported that they had also been contacted in the past by 
some of the listed authors or other private researchers. In order to counter possible future 
arguments that the persons interviewed were still “covering up” material because of prior 
security oaths, the interviewees were provided with authorization from either the 
Secretary of the Air Force or the Senior Security Official of the Air Force that would 
officially allow discussion of classified information, if applicable, or free them from any 
prior restriction in discussing the matter, if such existed. Again, the focus was on 
interviewing persons that could address specific issues raised by research and no 
consideration was given to try and locate every alleged witness claimed to have been 
contacted by the various authors. For example, one of the interviewees thought vital to 
obtain an official signed, sworn statement from was Sheridan Cavitt, Lt Col, USAF 
(Retired) who is the last living member of the three persons universally acknowledged to 
have recovered material from the Foster Ranch. Others were also interviewed as 
information developed (discussed in detail later). Additionally, in some cases survivors of 
deceased persons were also contacted in an attempt to locate various records thought to 
have been in the custody of the deceased. 


Even though Air Force research originally started in January, 1994, the first official Air 
Force-wide tasking was directed by the March 1, 1994, memorandum from SAF/AA, 
(Atch 5) and was addressed to those current Air Staff elements that would be the likely 
repository for any records, particularly if there was anything of an extraordinary nature 
involved. This meant that the search was not limited to unclassified materials, but also 
would include records of the highest classification and compartmentation. 


The specific Air Staff/Secretariat offices queried included the following: 
(a) SAF/AAI, Directorate of Information Management 
(b) SAF/AQL, Directorate of Electronics and Special Programs 
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(c) AF/SE, Air Force Safety 

(d) AF/HO, Air Force Historian 

(e) AF/IN, Air Force Intelligence (including Air Force Intelligence Agency--AFIA, and 
the National Air Intelligence Center, NAIC) 

(f) AF/XOW, Directorate of Weather 

(g) (added later) The Air Force Office of Special Investigations (AFOSI) 


In addition to the above Air Staff and Secretariat offices, SAF/AAZ also reviewed 
appropriate classified records for any tie-in to this matter. With regards to highly classified - 
records, it should be noted that any Programs that employ enhanced security measures or _ 
controls are known as a Special Access Programs (SAPs). The authority for such 
Programs comes from Executive Order 12356 and flows from the Department of Defense 
to the Services via DoD Directive 5205.7. These programs are implemented in the Air 
Force by Policy Directive 16-7, and Air Force Instruction 16-701. These directives 
contain detailed requirements for controlling and reporting, in a very strict manner, all 
SAPs. This includes a report from the Secretary of the Air Force to the Secretary of 
Defense (and ultimately to Congress) on all SAPs submitted for approval, and a 
Certification that there are no “SAP-like” programs being operated. These reporting 
requirements are stipulated in public law. 


It followed then, that if the Air Force had recovered some type of extraterrestrial 
spacecraft and/or bodies and was exploiting this for scientific and technology purposes, 
then such a program would be operated as a SAP. SAF/AAZ, the Central Office for all 
Air Force SAPs, has knowledge of, and security oversight over, all SAPs. SAF/AAZ 
categorically stated that no such Special Access Program(s) exists that pertain to 
extraterrestrial spacecraft/aliens. 


Likewise, the Secretary of the Air Force and the Chief of Staff, who head the Special 
Program Oversight Committee which oversees all sensitive programs in the Air Force, had 
no knowledge of the existence of any such program involving, or relating to the events at . 
Roswell or the alleged technology that supposedly resulted therefrom. Besides the 
obvious irregularity and illegality of keeping such information from the most senior Air * 
Force officials, it would also be illogical, since these Officials are responsible for obtaining 
funding for operations, research, development, and security. Without funding such a 
Program, operation, or organization could not exist. Even to keep such a fact “covered- 
up” in some sort of passive “caretaker status” would involve money. More importantly, it 
would involve people and create paperwork. 


The aforementioned March 1, 1994, SAF/AA tasking generated negative responses (Atch 
6-12) from all recipients; i.e. all offices reported that they had no information that would 
explain the incident. Consequently, these negative responses led to an increase in the 
already on-going historical research at records centers and archives. 


The extensive archival and records center search was systematically carried out at by the 
SAF/AAZD Declassification Review Team. This team is composed entirely of Air Force 
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Reserve personnel who have extensive training and experience in large scale review of 
records. (Previous efforts include the Southeast Asia Declassification Review, 
declassification of POW/MIA records, and the review of the Gulf War Air Power Survey 
records). The team members all had the requisite security clearances for classified 
information and had the authority of the Secretary of the Air Force to declassify any 
classified record they found that might be related to Roswell. SAF/AAZD conducted 
reviews at a number of locations, including: the National Archives in Washington, DC; 
the National Personnel Records Center, St. Louis, MO; the National Archives, Suitland 
MD; the National Records Center, Suitland, MD; Naval Research Laboratory, 
Washington, DC; Federal Records Center, Ft Worth, TX; the INSCOM Archives, Ft. 
Meade, MD; National Air and Space Museum, Washington, DC; Air Force Historical 
Research Agency, Maxwell AFB, AL; Center for Air Force History, Bolling AFB, DC; 
Phillips Laboratory, Hanscom AFB, MA and Kirtland AFB, NM; Rome Laboratory, 
Griffiss AFB, NY; and the Library of Congress, Washington, DC. 


A listing of the specific record areas searched is appended as Atch 13. The areas included 
all those subject areas logically believed to possibly contain any reference to activities at 
Roswell AAF during the period of time in question. It is anticipated that detractors from 
this effort will complain that “they did not search record group x , box y, or reel z, 

etc.; that’s where the real records are!” Such complaints are unavoidable and there is no 
possible way that the millions of records under Air Force control could be searched page 
by page. The team endeavored to make logical searches in those places where records 
would likely be found. They were assisted in this task by archivists, historians, and 
records management specialists, including experienced persons who have continually 
worked in Army and Air Force records systems since 1943. The team also searched some 
record areas that were recommended by serious private researchers such as Robert Todd, 
who had independently obtained almost encyclopedic knowledge of the complexities of 
Air Force records systems, particularly as related to this subject area. 


Not surprisingly, the research team found the usual number of problems in many of the 
records centers (particularly St. Louis) with misfiling, lost or misplaced documents, 
mismarking of documents, or the breaking up of record groups over the years and refiling 
in different systems. This included, for example, a small amount of missing “decimal files” 
from the 509th Bomb Group at Roswell that covered the years 1945-1949, that were 
marked on the index as “destroyed.” The researchers noted that there was no pattern to 
any anomalies found and that most discrepancies were minor and consistent with what 
they had found in the past on similar projects. 


WHAT THE ROSWELL INCIDENT WAS NOT 
Before discussing specific positive results that these efforts revealed, it is first appropriate 
to discuss those things, as indicated by information available to the Air Force, that the 


“Roswell Incident” was not: 


An Airplane Crash 
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Of all the things that are documented and tracked within the Air Force, among the most 
detailed and scrupulous are airplane crashes. In fact, records of air crashes go back to the 
first years of military flight. Safety records and reports are available for all crashes that 
involved serious damage, injury, death, or a combination of these factors. These records 
also include incidents involving experimental or classified aircraft. USAF records showed 
that between June 24, 1947, and July 28, 1947, there were five crashes in New Mexico 
alone, involving A-26C, P-51N, C-82A, P-80A and PQ-14B aircraft; however, none of 
these were on the date(s) in question nor in the area(s) in question. 


One of the additional areas specifically set forth by GAO in its efforts was to deal with 
how the Air Force (and others) specifically documented .”..weather balloon...and other 
crash incidents.” In this area, the search efforts revealed that there are no air safety: 
records pertaining to weather balloon crashes (all weather balloons “crash” sooner or 
later); however, there are provisions for generating reports of “crashes” as ground safety 
incidents in the unlikely chance that a balloon injures someone or causes damage. 
However, such records are only maintained for five years. 


A Missile Crash 

A crashed or errant missile, usually described as a captured German V-2 or one of its 
variants, is sometimes set forth as a Possible explanation for the debris recovered near 
Roswell. Since much of this testing done at nearby White Sands was secret at the time, it 
would be logical to assume that the government would handle any missile mishap under 
tight security, particularly if the mishap occurred on private land. From the records 
reviewed by the Air Force, however, there was nothing located to suggest that this was 
the case. Although the bulk of remaining testing records are under the control of the US 
Army, the subject has also been very well documented over the years within Air Force 
records. There would be no reason to keep such information classified today. The USAF 
found no indicators or even hints that a missile was involved in this matter. 


A Nuclear Accident 

One of the areas considered was that whatever happened near Roswell may have involved 
nuclear weapons. This was a logical area of concern since the 509th Bomb Group was the 
only military unit in the world at the time that had access to nuclear weapons. Again, 
reviews of available records gave no indication that this was the case. A number of 
records still classified TOP SECRET and SECRET-RESTRICTED DATA having to do 
with nuclear weapons were located in the Federal Records Center in St. Louis, MO . 
These records, which pertained to the 509th, had nothing to do with any activities that 
could have been misinterpreted as the “Roswell Incident.” Also, any records of a nuclear- 
related incident would have been inherited by the Department of Energy (DOE), and, had 
one occurred, it is likely DOE would have publicly reported it as part of its recent 
declassification and public release efforts. There were no ancillary records in Air Force 
files to indicate the potential existence of such records within DOE channels, however. 


An Extraterrestrial Craft 
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The Air Force research found absolutely no indication that what happened near Roswell in 
1947, involved any type of extraterrestrial spacecraft. This, of course, is the crux of this 
entire matter. “Pro-UFO” persons who obtain a copy of this report, at this point, most 
probably begin the “cover-up is still on” claims. Nevertheless, the research indicated 
absolutely no evidence of any kind that a spaceship crashed near Roswell or that any alien 
occupants were recovered therefrom, in some secret military operation or otherwise. This 
does not mean, however, that the early Air Force was not concerned about UFOs. 
However, in the early days, “UFO” meant Unidentified Flying Object, which literally 
translated as some object in the air that was not readily identifiable. It did not mean, as 
the term has evolved in today’s language, to equate to alien spaceships. Records from the 
period reviewed by Air Force researchers as well as those cited by the authors mentioned 
before, do indicate that the USAF was seriously concerned about the inability to 
adequately identify unknown flying objects reported in American airspace. All the 
records, however, indicated that the focus of concern was not on aliens, hostile or 
otherwise, but on the Soviet Union. Many documents from that period speak to the 
possibility of developmental secret Soviet aircraft overflying US airspace. This, of course, 
was of major concern to the fledgling USAF, whose job it was to protect these same skies. 


The research revealed only one official AAF document that indicated that there was any 
activity of any type that pertained to UFOs and Roswell in July, 1947. This was a small 
section of the July Historical Report for the 509th Bomb Group and Roswell AAF that 
stated: “The Office of Public Information was quite busy during the month answering 
inquiries on the ‘flying disc,’ which was reported to be in possession of the 509th Bomb 
Group. The object turned out to be a radar tracking balloon” (included with Atch 11). 
Additionally, this history showed that the 509th Commander, Colonel Blanchard, went on 
leave on July 8, 1947, which would be a somewhat unusual maneuver for a person 
involved in the supposed first ever recovery of extraterrestrial materials. (Detractors claim 
Blanchard did this as a ploy to elude the press and go to the scene to direct the recovery 
operations). The history and the moming reports also showed that the subsequent 
activities at Roswell during the month were mostly mundane and not indicative of any 
unusual high level activity, expenditure of manpower, resources or security. 


Likewise, the researchers found no indication of heightened activity anywhere else in the 
military hierarchy in the July, 1947, message traffic or orders (to include classified traffic). 
There were no indications and warnings, notice of alerts, or a higher tempo of operational 
activity reported that would be logically generated if an alien craft, whose intentions were 
unknown, entered US territory. To believe that such operational and high-level security 
activity could be conducted solely by relying on unsecured telecommunications or 
personal contact without creating any records of such activity certainly stretches the 
imagination of those who have served in the military who know that paperwork of some 
kind is necessary to accomplish even emergency, highly classified, or sensitive tasks. 


An example of activity sometimes cited by pro-UFO writers to illustrate the point that 


something unusual was going on was the travel of Lt. General Nathan Twining, 
Commander of the Air Materiel Command, to New Mexico in July, 1947. Actually, 
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records were located indicating that Twining went to the Bomb Commanders’ Course on 


July 8, along with a number of other general officers, and requested orders to do so a 
month before, on June 5, 1947 (Atch 14). 


Similarly, it has also been alleged that General Hoyt Vandenberg, Deputy Chief of Staff at 
the time, had been involved directing activity regarding events at Roswell. Activity 
reports (Atch 15), located in General Vandenberg’s personal papers stored in the Library 
of Congress, did indicate that on July 7, he was busy with a “flying disc” incident; 
however this particular incident involved Ellington Field, Texas and the Spokane 
(Washington) Depot. After much discussion and information gathering on this incident, it 
was learned to be a hoax. There is no similar mention of his personal interest or 
involvement in Roswell events except in the newspapers. 


The above are but two small examples that indicate that if some event happened that was 
one of the “watershed happenings” in human history, the US military certainly reacted in 
an unconcerned and cavalier manner. In an actual Case, the military would have had to 
order thousands of soldiers and airman, not only at Roswell but throughout the US, to act 
nonchalantly, pretend to conduct and report business as usual, and generate absolutely no 
paperwork of a suspicious nature, while simultaneously anticipating that twenty years or 
More into the future people would have available a comprehensive Freedom of 
Information Act that would give them great leeway to review and explore government 
documents. The records indicate that none of this happened (or if it did, it was controlled 
by a security system so efficient and tight that no one, US or otherwise, has been able to 
duplicate it since. If sucha system had been in effect at the time, it would have also been 
used to protect our atomic secrets from the Soviets, which history has showed obviously 
was not the case). The records reviewed confirmed that no such sophisticated and 
efficient security system existed. 


WHAT THE “ROSWELL INCIDENT” WAS 


As previously discussed, what was originally reported to have been recovered was a 
balloon of some sort, usually described as a “weather balloon,” although the majority of 
the wreckage that was ultimately displayed by General Ramey and Major Marcel in the 
famous photos (Atch 16) in Ft. Worth, was that of a radar target normally suspended from 
balloons. This radar target, discussed in more detail later, was certainly consistent with 
the description of July 9 newspaper article which discussed “tinfoil, paper, tape, and 
sticks.” Additionally, the description of the “flying disc” was consistent with a document 
routinely used by most pro-UFO writers to indicate a conspiracy in progress--the telegram 
from the Dallas FBI office of July 8, 1947. This document quoted in part states: .”..The 
disc is hexagonal in shape and was Suspended from a balloon by a cable, which balloon 
was approximately twenty feet in diameter. ...the object found resembles a high altitude 
weather balloon with a radar reflector. ...disc and balloon being transported...” 


Similarly, while conducting the Popular literature review, one of the documents reviewed 
was a paper entitled “The Roswell Events” edited by Fred Whiting, and sponsored by the 
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Fund for UFO Research (FUFOR). Although it was not the original intention to comment 
on what commercial authors interpreted or claimed that other persons supposedly said, 
this particular document was different because it contained actual copies of apparently 
authentic sworn affidavits received from a number of persons who claimed to have some 
knowledge of the Roswell event. Although many of the persons who provided these 
affidavits to the FUFOR researchers also expressed opinions that they thought there was 
something extraterrestrial about this incident, a number of them actually described 
materials that sounded suspiciously like wreckage from balloons. These included the 
following: 


Jesse A. Marcel, MD (son of the late Major Jesse Marcel; 11 years old at the time of the 
incident). Affidavit dated May 6, 1991. “ ... There were three categories of debris: a 
thick, foil like metallic gray substance; a brittle, brownish-black plastic-like material, like 
Bakelite; and there were fragments of what appeared to be I-beams. On the inner surface 
of the I-beam, there appeared to be a type of writing. This writing was a purple-violet 
hue, and it had an embossed appearance. The figures were composed of curved, 
geometric shapes. It had no resemblance to Russian, Japanese or any other foreign 
language. It resembled hieroglyphics, but it had no animal-like characters...” 


Loretta Proctor (former neighbor of rancher W.W. Brazel). Affidavit dated May 5, 1991. 
.”..Brazel came to my ranch and showed my husband and me a piece of material he said 
came from a large pile of debris on the property he managed. The piece he brought was 
brown in color, similar to plastic...’Mac’ said the other material on the property looked 
like aluminum foil. It was very flexible and wouldn’t crush or burn. There was also 
something he described as tape which had printing on it. The color of the printing was a 
kind of purple...” 


Bessie Brazel Schreiber (daughter of W.W. Brazel; 14 years old at the time of the 
incident). Affidavit dated September 22, 1993. .”.. The debris looked like pieces of a large 
balloon which had burst. The pieces were small, the largest I remember measuring about 
the same as the diameter of a basketball. Most of it was a kind of double-sided material, 
foil-like on one side and rubber-like on the other. Both sides were grayish silver in color, 
the foil more silvery than the rubber. Sticks, like kite sticks, were attached to some of the 
pieces with a whitish tape. The tape was about two or three inches wide and had flower- 
like designs on it. The ‘flowers’ were faint, a variety of pastel colors, and reminded me of 
Japanese paintings in which the flowers are not all connected. I do not recall any other 
types of material or markings, nor do I remember seeing gouges in the ground or any 
other signs that anything may have hit the ground hard. The foil-rubber material could not 
be torn like ordinary aluminum foil can be torn...” 


Sally Strickland Tadolini (neighbor of WW Brazel; nine years old in 1947). Affidavit 
dated September 27, 1993. .”..What Bill showed us was a piece of what I still think as 
fabric. It was something like aluminum foil, something like satin, something like well- 
tanned leather in its toughness, yet was not precisely like any one of those materials. .. It 
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was about the thickness of very fine kidskin glove leather and a dull metallic grayish silver, 
one side slightly darker than the other. I do not remember it having any design or 
embossing on it...” 


Robert R. Porter (B-29 flight Engineer stationed at Roswell in 1947). Affidavit dated 
June 7, 1991. .”..On this occasion, I was a member of the crew which flew parts of what 
we were told was a flying saucer to Fort Worth. The people on board included. ..and Maj 
Jesse Marcel. Capt. William E. Anderson said it was from a flying saucer. After we 
arrived, the material was transferred to a B-25. I was told they were going to Wright 
Field in Dayton, Ohio. I was involved in loading the B-29 with the material, which was 
wrapped in packages with wrapping paper. One of the pieces was triangle-shaped, about 
2 1/2 feet across the bottom. The rest were in small packages, about the size of a shoe 
box. The brown paper was held with tape. The material was extremely lightweight. 
When I picked it up, it was just like picking up an empty package. We loaded the triangle 
shaped package and three shoe box-sized packages into the plane. All of the packages 
could have fit into the trunk of a car. ...When we came back from lunch, they told us they 
had transferred the material to a B-25. They told us the material was a weather balloon, 
but I’m certain it wasn’t a weather balloon...” 


In addition to those persons above still living who claim to have seen or examined the 
Original material found on the Brazel Ranch, there is one additional person who was 
universally acknowledged to have been involved in its recovery, Sheridan Cavitt, Lt Col, 
USAF, (Ret) . Cavitt is credited in all claims of having accompanied Major Marcel to the 
ranch to recover the debris, sometimes along with his Counter Intelligence Corps (CIC) 
subordinate, William Rickett, who, like Marcel, is deceased. Although there does not 
appear to be much dispute that Cavitt was involved in the material recovery, other claims 
about him prevail in the popular literature. He is sometimes portrayed as a closed-mouth 
(or sometimes even sinister) conspirator who was one of the early individuals who kept 
the “secret of Roswell” from getting out. Other things about him have been alleged, 
including the claim that he wrote a Teport of the incident at the time that has never 
surfaced. 


Since Lt Col Cavitt, who had first-hand knowledge, was still alive, a decision was made to 
interview him and get a signed swom statement from him about his version of the events. 
Prior to the interview, the Secretary of the Air Force provided him with a written 
authorization and waiver to discuss classified information with the interviewer and release 
him from any security oath he may have taken. Subsequently, Cavitt was interviewed on 
May 24, 1994, at his home. Cavitt provided a signed, swom statement (Atch 17 ) of his 
recollections in this matter. He also consented to having the interview tape-recorded. A 
transcript of that recording is at Atch 18. In this interview, Cavitt related that he had been 
contacted on numerous occasions by UFO researchers and had willingly talked with many 
of them; however, he felt that he had oftentimes been misrepresented or had his comments 
taken out of context so that their true meaning was changed. He stated unequivocally, 
however, that the material he recovered consisted of a reflective sort of material like 
aluminum foil, and some thin, bamboo-like sticks. He thought at the time, and continued 
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to do so today, that what he found was a weather balloon and nas told other private 
researchers that. He also remembered finding a small “black box” type of instrument, 
which he thought at the time was probably a radiosonde. Lt Col Cavitt also reviewed the 
famous Ramey/Marcel photographs (Atch 16) of the wreckage taken to Ft. Worth (often 
claimed by UFO researchers to have been switched and the remnants of a balloon 
substituted for it) and he identified the materials depicted in those photos as consistent 
with the materials that he recovered from the ranch. Lt Col Cavitt also stated that he had 
never taken any oath or signed any agreement not to talk about this incident and had never 
been threatened by anyone in the government because of it. He did not even know the 
“incident” was claimed to be anything unusual until he was interviewed in the early 
1980's. 


Similarly, Irving Newton, Major, USAF, (Ret) was located and interviewed. Newton was 
a weather officer assigned to Fort Worth, who was on duty when the Roswell debris was 
sent there in July, 1947. He was told that he was to report to General Ramey’s office to 
view the material. In a signed, sworn statement (Atch 30) Newton related that .”..I 
walked into the General’s office where this supposed flying saucer was lying all over the 
floor. As soon as I saw it, I giggled and asked if that was the flying saucer...I told them 
that this was a balloon and a RAWIN target...” Newton also stated that .”..while I was 
examining the debris, Major Marcel was picking up pieces of the target sticks and trying 
to convince me that some notations on the sticks were alien writings. there were figures 
on the sticks, lavender or pink in color, appeared to be weather faded markings, with no 
thyme or reason (sic). He did not convince me that these were alien writings.” Newton 
concluded his statement by relating that .”.. During the ensuing years I have been 
interviewed by many authors, I have been quoted and misquoted. The facts remain as 
indicated above. I was not influenced during the original interview, nor today, to provide 
anything but what I know to be true, that is, the material I saw in General Ramey’s office 
was the remains of a balloon and a RAWIN target.” 


Balloon Research 

The original tasking from GAO noted that the search for information included “weather 
balloons.” Comments about balloons and safety reports have already been made, however 
the SAF/AAZ research efforts also focused on reviewing historical records involving 
balloons, since, among other reasons, that was what was officially claimed by the AAF to 
have been found and recovered in 1947. 


As early as February 28, 1994, the AAZD research team found references to balloon tests 
taking place at Alamogordo AAF (now Holloman AFB) and White Sands during June and 
July 1947, testing “constant level balloons” and a New York University (NYU)/Watson 
Labs effort that used “...meteorological devices ... suspected for detecting shock waves 
generated by Soviet nuclear explosions”--a possible indication of a cover story associated 
with the NYU balloon project. Subsequently, a 1946 HQ AMC memorandum was 
surfaced, describing the constant altitude balloon project and specified that the scientific 
data be classified TOP SECRET Priority 1A. Its name was Project Mogul (Atch 19). 
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Project Mogul was a then-sensitive, classified Project, whose purpose was to determine 
the state of Soviet nuclear weapons research. This was the early Cold War period and 
there was serious concern within the US government about the Soviets developing a 
weaponized atomic device. Because the Soviet Union’s borders were closed, the US 
Government sought to develop a long range nuclear explosion detection capability. Long 
range, balloon-borne, low frequency acoustic detection was posed to General Spaatz in 
1945 by Dr. Maurice Ewing of Columbia University as a potential solution (atmospheric 
ducting of low frequency pressure waves had been studied as early as 1900). 


As part of the research into this matter, AAZD personnel located and obtained the 
original study papers and reports of the New York University project. Their efforts also 
revealed that some of the individuals involved in Project Mogul were still living. These 
Persons included the NYU constant altitude balloon Director of Research, Dr. Athelstan 
F. Spilhaus; the Project Engineer, Professor Charles B. Moore; and the military Project 
Officer, Colonel Albert C. Trakowski . 


All of these persons were subsequently interviewed and signed sworn statements about 
their activities. A copy of theses statements are appended at Atch 20-22. Additionally, 
transcripts of the interview with Moore and Trakowski are also included (equipment 
malfunctioned during the interview of Spilhaus) (Atch 23-24). These interviews confirmed 
that Project Mogul was a compartmented, sensitive effort. The NYU group was 
responsible for developing constant level balloons and telemetering equipment that would 
remain at specified altitudes (within the acoustic duct) while a group from Columbia was 
to develop acoustic sensors. Doctor Spilhaus, Professor Moore, and certain others of the 
group were aware of the actual purpose of the Project, but they did not know of the 
project nickname at the time. They handled casual inquiries and/or scientific 
inquiries/papers in terms of “unclassified meteorological or balloon research.” Newly 
hired employees were not made aware that there was anything special or classified about 
their work; they were told only that their work dealt with meteorological equipment. 


An advance ground team, led by Albert P. Crary, preceded the NYU group to 
Alamogordo AAF, New Mexico, Setting up ground sensors and obtaining facilities for the 


“service flights” were composed of balloons, radar 
reflectors and payloads specifically designed to test acoustic sensors (both early 
sonobuoys and the later Watson Labs devices). The “payload equipment” was expendable 
and some carried no “REWARD” or “RETURN TO...” tags because there was to be no 
association between these flights and the logged constant altitude flights which were fully 
acknowledged. The NYU balloon flights were listed sequentially in their reports (i.e, 
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A,B, 1,5,6,7,8,10 ...) yet gaps existed for Flights 2-4 and Flight 9. The interview with 
Professor Moore indicated that these gaps were the unlogged “service flights.” 


Professor Moore, the on-scene Project Engineer, gave detailed information concerning his 
team’s efforts. He recalled that radar targets were used for tracking balloons because they 
did not have all the necessary equipment when they first arrived in New Mexico. Some of 
the early developmental radar targets were manufactured by a toy or novelty company. 
These targets were made up of aluminum “foil” or foil-backed paper, balsa wood beams 
that were coated in an “Elmer’s-type” glue to enhance their durability, acetate and/or cloth 
reinforcing tape, single strand and braided nylon twine, brass eyelets and swivels to form a 
multi-faced reflector somewhat similar in construction to a box kite (see photographs, 
Atch 26). Some of these targets were also assembled with purplish-pink tape with 
symbols on it (see drawing by Moore with Atch 21). 


According to the log summary (Atch 27) of the NYU group, Flight A through Flight 7 
(November 20, 1946-July 2, 1947) were made with neoprene meteorological balloons (as 
opposed to the later flights made with polyethylene balloons). Professor Moore stated 
that the neoprene balloons were susceptible to degradation in the sunlight, turning-from a 
milky white to a dark brown. He described finding remains of balloon trains with 
reflectors and payloads that had landed in the desert: the ruptured and shredded neoprene 
would “almost look like dark gray or black flakes or ashes after exposure to the sun for 
only a few days. The plasticizers and antioxidants in the neoprene would emit a peculiar 
acrid odor and the balloon material and radar target material would be scattered after 
returning to earth depending on the surface winds.” Upon review of the local newspaper 
photographs from General Ramey’s press conference in 1947 and descriptions in popular 
books by individuals who supposedly handled the debris recovered on the ranch, Professor 
Moore opined that the material was most likely the shredded remains of a multi-neoprene 
balloon train with multiple radar reflectors. The material and a “black box,” described by 
Cavitt, was, in Moore’s scientific opinion, most probably from Flight 4, a “service flight” 
that included a cylindrical metal sonobuoy and portions of a weather instrument housed in 
a box, which was unlike typical weather radiosondes which were made of cardboard. 
Additionally, a copy of a professional journal maintained at the time by A.P. Crary, 
provided to the Air Force by his widow, showed that Flight 4 was launched on June 4, 
1947, but was not recovered by the NYU group. It is very probable that this TOP 
SECRET project balloon train (Flight 4), made up of unclassified components; came to 
rest some miles northwest of Roswell, NM, became shredded in the surface winds and was 
ultimately found by the rancher, Brazel, ten days later. This possibility was supported by 
the observations of Lt Col Cavitt (Atch 17-18), the only living eyewitness to the actual 
debris field and the material found. Lt Col Cavitt described a small area of debris which 
appeared, “to resemble bamboo type square sticks one quarter to one half inch square, that 
were very light, as well as some sort of metallic reflecting material that was also very light 
... [remember recognizing this material as being consistent with a weather balloon.” 


Concerning the initial announcement, “RAAF Captures Flying Disc,” research failed to 
locate any documented evidence as to why that statement was made. However, on July 
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10, 1947, following the Ramey press conference, the Alamogordo News published an 
article with photographs demonstrating multiple balloons and targets at the same location 
as the NYU group operated from at Alamogordo AAF. Professor Moore expressed 
Surprise at seeing this since his, was the only balloon test group in the area. He Stated, “It 
appears that there was some type of umbrella cover story to protect our work with 
Mogul.” Although the Air Force did not find documented evidence that Gen. Ramey was 
directed to espouse a weather balloon in his press conference, he may have done so 
because he was either aware of Project Mogul and was trying to deflect interest from it, or 
he readily perceived the material to be a weather balloon based on the identification from 
his weather officer, Irving Newton. In either Case, the materials recovered by the AAF in 
July, 1947, were not readily recognizable as anything special (only the purpose was 
special) and the recovered debris itself was unclassified. Additionally, the press dropped 
its interest in the matter as quickly as they had jumped on it. Hence, there would be no 
particular reason to further document what quickly became a “non-event.” 


The interview with Colonel Trakowski (Atch 23-24) also proved valuable information. 
Trakowski provided specific details on Project Mogul and described how the security for 
the program was set up, as he was formerly the TOP SECRET Control Officer for the 
program. He further related that many of the original radar targets that were produced 
around the end of World War II were fabricated by toy or novelty companies using a 
purplish-pink tape with flower and heart symbols on it. Trakowski also recounted a 
conversation that he had with his friend, and superior military officer in his chain of 
command, Colonel Marcellus Duffy, in July, 1947. Duffy, formerly had Trakowski’s 
Position on Mogul, but had subsequently been transferred to Wright Field. He stated: 
.”..Colonel Duffy called me on the telephone from Wright Field and gave me a story about 


some such thing with a handful of debris, and wanted him, Colonel Duffy, to identify it, 
.-He just said ‘it sure looks like some of the stuff you've been launching at Alamogordo’ 
and he described it, and I said ‘yes, I think it is.’ Certainly Colonel Duffy knew enough 
about radar targets, radiosondes, balloon-borne weather devices. He was intimately 
familiar with all that apparatus.” 


During the period the Air Force conducted this research, it was discovered that several 
others had also discovered the Possibility that the “Roswell Incident” may have been 
generated by the recovery of a Project Mogul balloon device. These persons included 
Professor Charles B. Moore, Robert Todd, and coincidentally, Karl Pflock, a researcher 
who is married to a staffer who works for Congressman Schiff. Some of these Persons 
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provided suggestions as to where documentation might be located in various archives, 
histories and libraries. A review of Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requests revealed 
that Robert Todd, particularly, had become aware of Project Mogul several years ago and 
had doggedly obtained from the Air Force, through the FOIA, a large amount of material 
pertaining to it; long before the AAZD researchers independently seized on the same 
possibility. 


Most interestingly, as this report was being written, Pflock published his own report of 
this matter under the auspices of FUFOR, entitled “Roswell in Perspective” (1994). 
Pflock concluded from his research that the Brazel Ranch debris originally reported as a 
“flying disc” was probably debris from a Mogul balloon; however, there was a 
simultaneous incident that occurred not far away, that caused an alien craft to crash and 
that the AAF subsequently recovered three alien bodies therefrom. Air Force research did 
not locate any information to corroborate that this incredible coincidence occurred, 
however. 


In order to provide a more detailed discussion of the specifics of Project Mogul and how 
it appeared to be directly responsible for the “Roswell Incident,” a SAF/AAZD researcher 
prepared a more detailed discussion on the balloon project which is appended to this 
report as Atch 32. 


Other Research 

In the attempt to develop additional information that could help explain this matter, a 
number of other steps were taken. First, assistance was requested from various museums 
and other archives (Atch 28) to obtain information and/or examples of the actual balloons 
and radar targets used in connection with Project Mogul and to correlate them with the 
various descriptions of wreckage and materials recovered. The blueprints for the “Pilot 
Balloon Target ML307C/AP Assembly” (generically, the radar target assembly) were 
located at the Army Signal Corps Museum at Fort Monmouth and obtained. A copy is 
appended as Atch 29. This blueprint provides the specification for the foil material, tape, 
wood, eyelets, and string used and the assembly instructions thereto. An actual device 
was also obtained for study with the assistance of Professor Moore. (The example 
actually procured was a 1953-manufactured model “C” as compared to the Model B 
which was in use in 1947. Professor Moore related the differences were minor). An 
examination of this device revealed it to be simply made of aluminum-colored foil-like 
material over a stronger paper-like material, attached to balsa wood sticks, affixed with 
tape, glue, and twine. When opened, the device appears as depicted in Atch 31 
(contemporary photo) and Atch 25 (1947 photo, in a “balloon train”). When folded, the 
device is in a series of triangles, the largest being four feet by two feet ten inches. The 
smallest triangle section measures two feet by two feet ten inches. (Compare with 
descriptions provided by Lt Col Cavitt and others, as well as photos of wreckage). 


Additionally, the researchers obtained from the Archives of the University of Texas- 
Arlington (UTA), a set of original (i.e. first generation) prints of the photographs taken at 
the time by the Fort Worth Star-Telegram, that depicted Ramey and Marcel with the 
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wreckage. A close review of these photos (and a set of first generation negatives also 
subsequently obtained from UTA) revealed several intesting observations. First, although 
in some of the literature cited above, Marcel allegedly stated that he had his photo taken 
with the “real” UFO wreckage and then it was subsequently removed and the weather 
balloon wreckage substituted for it, a comparison shows that the same wreckage 
appeared in the photos of Marcel and Ramey. The photos also depicted that this material 
was lying on what appeared to be some sort of wrapping paper (consistent with affidavit 
excerpt of crew chief Porter, above). It was also noted that in the two photos of Ramey 
he had a piece of paper in his hand. In one, it was folded over so nothing could be seen. 
In the second, however, there appears to be text printed on the paper. In an attempt to 
read this text to determine if it could shed any further light on locating documents relating 
to this matter, the photo was sent to a national level organization for digitizing and 
subsequent photo interpretation and analysis. This organization was also asked to 
scrutinize the digitized photos for any indication of the flowered tape (or “hieroglyphics, 
depending on the point of view) that were reputed to be visible to some of the persons 
who observed the wreckage prior to it getting to Fort Worth. This organization reported 
on July 20, 1994, that even after digitizing, the photos were of insufficient quality to 
visualize either of the details sought for analysis. This organization was able to obtain 
measurements from the “sticks” visible in the debris after it was ascertained by an 
interview of the original photographer what kind of camera he used. The results of this 
Process are provided in Atch 33, along with a reference diagram and the photo from which 
the measurements were made. All these measurements are compatible with the wooden 
materials used in the radar target previously described. 


CONCLUSION 


The Air Force research did not locate or develop any information that the “Roswell 
Incident” was a UFO event. All available official materials, although they do not directly 
address Roswell per se, indicate that the most likely source of the wreckage recovered 
from the Brazel Ranch was from one of the Project Mogul balloon trains. Although that 
project was TOP SECRET at the time, there was also no specific indication found to 
indicate an official pre-planned cover story was in place to explain an event such as that 
which ultimately happened. It appears that the identification of the wreckage as being part 
of a weather balloon device, as reported in the newspapers at the time, was based on the 
fact that there was no physical difference in the radar targets and the neoprene balloons 
(other than the numbers and configuration) between Mogul balloons and normal weather 
balloons. Additionally, it seems that there was over-reaction by Colonel Blanchard and 
Major Marcel, in originally reporting that a “flying disc” had been recovered when, at that 
time, nobody for sure knew what that term even meant since the it had only been in use for 
a couple of weeks. 


Likewise, there was no indication in official records from the period that there was 
heightened military operational or security activity which should have been generated if 
this was, in fact, the first recovery of materials and/or persons from another world. The 
post-War US Military (or today’s for that matter) did not have the capability to rapidly 
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identify, recover, coordinate, cover-up, and quickly minimize public scrutiny of such an 
event. The claim that they did so without leaving even a little bit of a suspicious paper 
trail for 47 years is incredible. 


It should also be noted here that there was little mentioned in this report about the 
recovery of the so-called “alien bodies.” This is for several reasons: First, the recovered 
wreckage was from a Project Mogul balloon. There were no “alien” passengers therein. 
Secondly, the pro-UFO groups who espouse the alien bodies theories cannot even agree 
among themselves as to what, how many, and where, such bodies were supposedly 
recovered. Additionally, some of these claims have been shown to be hoaxes, even by 
other UFO researchers. Thirdly, when such claims are made, they are often attributed to 
people using pseudonyms or who otherwise do not want to be publicly identified, 
presumably so that some sort of retribution cannot be taken against them (notwithstanding 
that nobody has been shown to have died, disappeared or otherwise suffered at the hands 
of the government during the last 47 years). Fourth, many of the persons making the 
biggest claims of “alien bodies” make their living from the “Roswell Incident.” While 
having a commercial interest in something does not automatically make it suspect, it does 
raise interesting questions related to authenticity. Such persons should be encouraged to 
present their evidence (not speculation) directly to the government and provide all 
pertinent details and evidence to support their claims if honest fact-finding is what is 
wanted. Lastly, persons who have come forward and provided their names and made 
claims, may have, in good faith but in the “fog of time,” misinterpreted past events. The 
review of Air Force records did not locate even one piece of evidence to indicate that the 
Air Force has had any part in an “alien” body recovery operation or continuing cover-up. 


During the course of this effort, the Air Force has kept in close touch with the GAO and 
responded to their various queries and requests for assistance. This report was generated 
as an official response to the GAO, and to document the considerable effort expended by 
the Air Force on their behalf. It is anticipated that that they will request a copy of this 
report to help formulate the formal report of their efforts. It is recommended that this 
document serve as the final Air Force report related to the Roswell matter, for the GAO, 
or any other inquiries. 


aw), [ag eee 
a) qd Wes 
CHARD L. WEAVER, COL isk — 
DIRECTOR, SECURITY AND SPECIAL 
PROGRAM OVERSIGHT 
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SIEVEN SCHIFF Doc. 7-3a Letter from Congressman Schiff, Aug pieasdidceiyes 
First District, New Mexico 1, 1995 
WASHINGTON OFFICE 
einai * = (1 2404 Ravaurn Buona 
Sees ar eae Congress of the United States WA TOOG FN 
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE 
=e, House of Representatives 
Vice C : DISTRICT OFFICE 
Cour ies ch Govereouaer Review Mashington, NC 20515-3101 C1625 Suven Avenve, SW 
AND OVERSIGHT peice pool 
Avsuqueroue, NM 87102 
(505) 766-2538 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY August 1, 1995 
ComMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF 
Orricia, Connuct 


Clifford Stone 
1421 E Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 


Dear Clifford: 


I would like to sincerely thank you for having contacted my office in the past, 


expressing your support for my request to the General Accounting Office (GAO) regarding 
the "Roswell Incident." 


Since you have indicated an interest in the final GAO report, which was formally 


issued on July 28, 1995, I am enclosing information which will allow you to obtain a copy 
of it, if you desire. 


The GAO’s final report, Government Records: Results of A Search for Records 
Concerning the 1947 Crash Near Roswell, New Mexico, can be obtained by contacting the 
GAO, by phone, fax, or mail. 


Orders by Mail: Orders By Phone: 
U.S. General Accounting Office 202/512-6000 
P. O. Box 6015 Orders by fax: 
Gaithersburg, MD 20884-6015 301/258-4066 


Please reference the title of the document (sce above), and document number 
GAO/NSIAD-95-187, when placing your request. The first copy requested will be provided 
at no charge. There will be a fee of $2 per additional copy; checks should be made out to 
the Superintendent of Documents. My Washington office and my Albuquerque office have 
only a limited number of reports available; these will be released on a first-come basis to 
people visiting my office(s). 


I am also enclosing, for your information, a copy of the press release which I issued 
regarding the GAO report. Again, I thank you for your interest and expression of support. 


Sincerely, 


SLL Sez 
Steven seit 


SS:mck 


THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS 


P.S. I want to alert you to the fact that a story reported by Richard Parker in the 
Albuquerque Journal of July 29, 1995, is inaccurate. I never said that the crash at 
Roswell was that of a device designed to monitor Soviet nuclear tests as claimed by 
the Air Force in their report of September 1994. As you can see from the enclosed 
press release, I only said that I rejected the original story of the weather balloon -- 
which the Air Force itself has disavowed. I have never offered a specific conclusion 


as to what crashed in Roswell in 1947; my Official role has been to provide access to 
government documents relating to the subject. 


WASHINGTON OFFICE: 2404 Rayburn Building +* Washington, D.C. 20515 « (202) 225-6316 + FAX (202) 225-4975 
DisTRICT OFFICE: 625 Silver Ave., S.W., Suite 140 « Albuquerque, NM 87102 + (505) 766-2538 + FAX (505) 766-16) 


Doc. 7-4a Press Release Concerning GAO i 7 
Report on Roswell, Jul 28, 1995 


Immediate Release J. Barry Bitzer 
July 28th, 1995 (202) 225-2245 


Schiff Receives, Releases Roswell Report 
(missing documents leave unanswered questions) 
Washington: Congressman Steve Schiff today released the General 
Accounting Office (GAO) report detailing results of a records 
audit related to events surrounding a crash in 1947, near 
Roswell, New Mexico, and the military response. 


The 20 page report is the result of constituent information 
requests to Congressman Schiff and the difficulty he had getting 
answers from the Department of Defense in the now 48-year-old 
controversy. 


Schiff said important documents, which may have shed more light 
on what happened at Roswell, are missing. "The Gao report states 
that the Outgoing messages from Roswell Army Air Field (RAAF) for 
this period of time were destroyed without Proper authority." 
Schiff pointed out that these messages would have shown how 
military officials in Roswell were explaining to their superiors 
exactly what happened. 


"It is my understanding that these Outgoing messages were 
permanent records, which should never have been destroyed. The 


GAO could not identify who destroyed the messages, or why." But 


-more- 


| 
| 


Doc. 7-4b Press Release Concerning GAO 
(page two) Report on Roswell, Jul 28, 1995 


Schiff pointed out that the GAO estimates that the messages were 
destroyed over 40 years ago, making further inquiry about their 


destruction impractical. 


Documents revealed by the report include an FBI teletype and 
reference in a newsletter style internal forum at RAAF that refer 
to a "radar tracking device" - a reference to a weather balloon. 
Even though the weather balloon story has since been discredited 
by the US Air Force, Schiff suggested that the authors of those 
communications may have been repeating what they were told, 


rather than consciously adding to what some believe is a "cover 


up. " 


"At least this effort caused the Air Force to acknowledge that 
the crashed vehiicle was no weather balloon," Schiff said. "That 
explanation never fit the fact of high military security used at 
the time." The Air Force in September, 1994 claimed that the 
erashed vehicle was a then-classified device to detect evidence 


of possible Soviet nuclear testing. 


Schiff also praised the efforts of the GAO, describing their work 
as "professional, conscientious and thorough." 


A two page letter discussing a related investigation into 


"Majestic 12" was also delivered. 
Schiff will be available to the media Saturday, July 29th, from 
10:00 AM to 2:00 PM at 2404 Rayburn HOB in Washington, DC and by 


telephone: (202) 225-6316. 


A copy of the report may be obtained by calling (202) 512-6000 
and referencing Document number GAO/NSIAD-95-187. 
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United States 
General Accounting Office 
Washington, D.C. 20548 


National Security and 
International Affairs Division 


B-262046 
July 28, 1995 


The Honorable Steven H. Schiff 
House of Representatives 


Dear Mr. Schiff: 


On July 8, 1947, the Roswell Army Air Field (RAAF) public information 
office in Roswell, New Mexico, reported the crash and recovery of a 
“flying disc.” Army Air Forces personnel from the RAAF’s 509th Bomb 
Group were credited with the recovery. The following day, the press 
reported that the Commanding General of the U.S. Eighth Air Force, Fo 
Worth, Texas, announced that RAAF personnel had recovered a crashed 
radar-tracking (weather) balloon, not a “flying disc.” 


After nearly 50 years, speculation continues on what crashed at Roswell, 
Some observers believe that the object was of extraterrestrial origin. Inth 
July 1994 Report of Air Force Research Regarding the Roswell Incident, | 
the Air Force did not dispute that something happened near Roswell, but 
reported that the most likely source of the wreckage was from a } 
balloon-launched classified government project designed to determine 

state of Soviet nuclear weapons research. The debate on what crashed at 
Roswell continues. | 


Concerned that the Department of Defense (DoD) may not have provided. 
you with all available information on the crash, you asked us to determi 
the requirements for reporting air accidents similar to the crash near 
Roswell and identify any government records concerning the Roswell 
crash. 


We conducted an extensive search for government records related to the 
crash near Roswell. We examined a wide range of classified and 
unclassified documents dating from July 1947 through the 1950s. These 
records came from numerous organizations in New Mexico and elsewhe 
throughout DoD as well as the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), the 
Central Intelligence Agency (cia), and the National Security Council. The 
full scope and methodology of our work are detailed at the end of this 
report. 
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sults in Brief 


In 1947, Army regulations required that air accident reports be maintained 
permanently. We identified four air accidents reported by the Army Air 
Forces in New Mexico during July 1947. All of the accidents involved 
military aircraft and occurred after July 8, 1947—the date the RAAF public 
information office first reported the crash and recovery of a “flying disc” 
near Roswell. The Navy reported no air accidents in New Mexico during 
July 1947. Air Force officials told us that according to record-keeping 
requirements in effect during July 1947, there was no requirement to 
prepare a report on the crash of a weather balloon. 


In our search for records concerning the Roswell crash, we learned that 
some government records covering RAAF activities had been destroyed and 
others had not. For example, RAAF administrative records (from Mar. 1945 
through Dec. 1949) and RAAF outgoing messages (from Oct. 1946 through 
Dec. 1949) were destroyed. The document disposition form does not 
indicate what organization or person destroyed the records and when or 
under what authority the records were destroyed. 


Our search for government records concerning the Roswell crash yielded 
two records originating in 1947—a July 1947 history report by the 
combined 509th Bomb Group and RAAF and an FBI teletype message dated 
July 8, 1947. The 509th-RaaF report noted the recovery of a “flying disc” 
that was later determined by military officials to be a radar-tracking 
balloon. The FBI message stated that the military had reported that an 
object resembling a high-altitude weather balloon with a radar reflector 
had been recovered near Roswell. 


The other government records we reviewed, including those previously 
withheld from the public because of security classification, and the Air 
Force’s analysis of unidentified flying object! sightings from 1946 to 1953 
(Project Blue Book Special Report No. 14), did not mention the crash or 
the recovery of an airborne object near Roswell in July 1947. Similarly, 
executive branch agencies’ responses to our letters of inquiry produced no 
other government records on the Roswell crash. 


»orting Air 
icidents 


According to press accounts from July 1947, Army Air Forces personnel 
from RAAF were involved in the recovery of an airborne object near 
Roswell. Therefore, if an air accident report was prepared, it should have 


‘According to Air Force regulation, an unidentified flying object is an airbome object that by 
performance, aerodynamic characteristics, or unusual features, does not conform to known aircraft or 
missiles, or does not correspond to Air Force definitions of familiar or known objects or unidentified 
aircraft. 
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been prepared in accordance with Army regulations. According to an 
Army records management official, in 1947 Army regulations required that _ 
air accident reports be maintained permanently. An Air Force official said | 
there was no similar requirement to report a weather balloon crash. 


According to an Air Force official who has worked in the records 
management field since the mid-1940s, air accident reports prepared in 
July 1947 under Army regulations should have been transferred to Air 
Force custody in September 1947, when the Air Force was established asa 
separate service. 


The Air Force Safety Agency is responsible for maintaining reports of air 
accidents. We examined its microfilm records to determine whether any 
air accidents had been reported in New Mexico during July 1947. We 
identified four air accidents during this time period.? All of the accidents 
involved military fighter or cargo aircraft and occurred after July 8, 
1947—the date the RAAF public information office first reported the crash 
and recovery of a “flying disc” near Roswell. According to the Army Air 
Forces’ Report of Major Accident, these four accidents occurred at or neat 
the towns of Hobbs, Albuquerque, Carrizozo, and Alamogordo, New 
Mexico. Only one of the four accidents resulted in a fatality. The pilot died 
when the aircraft crashed during an attempted take-off. 


In searching for government records on the Roswell crash, we were 
particularly interested in identifying and reviewing records of military 
units assigned to RAAF in 1947—to include the 509th Bomb Group, the 
1st Air Transport Unit, the 427th Army Air Force Base Unit, and the 
1395th Military Police Company (Aviation). 


Document disposition forms obtained from the National Personnel 
Records Center in St. Louis, Missouri, indicate that in 1953, the Walker Air 
Force Base (formerly RAAF) records officer transferred to the Army's 
Kansas City records depository the histories of units stationed at Walker 
Air Force Base. These histories included the 509th Bomb Group and RAAF 
for February 1947 through October 1947; the 1st Air Transport Unit for 
July 1946 through June 1947; and the 427th Army Air Force Base Unit for 
January 1946 to February 1947. We could not locate any documentation 
indicating that records of the 1395th Military Police Company (Aviation) 


?These records do not include information regarding mishaps of air vehicles belonging to civilian or 
other government agencies. These records also do not include mishaps involving unmanned air 
vehicles such as remotely piloted aircraft, low-speed cruise missiles, and most balloons. 
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were ever retired to the National Personnel Records Center or its 
predecessor depositories. 


The July 1947 history for the 509th Bomb Group and rRaaF stated that the 
RAAF public information office “was kept quite busy . . . answering inquiries 
on the ’flying disc,’ which was reported to be in [the] possession of the 
509th Bomb Group. The object turned out to be a radar tracking balloon.” 
By his signature, the RAAF’s commanding officer certified that the report 
represented a complete and accurate account of RAAF activities in 

July 1947. (Excerpts from the report are contained in app. I.) 


In addition to unit history reports, we also searched for other government 
records on the Roswell crash. In this regard, the Chief Archivist for the 
National Personnel Records Center provided us with documentation 
indicating that (1) RAaF records such as finance and accounting, supplies, 
buildings and grounds, and other general administrative matters from 
March 1945 through December 1949 and (2) RAAF outgoing messages from 
October 1946 through December 1949 were destroyed. According to this 
official, the document disposition form did not properly indicate the 
authority under which the disposal action was taken. The Center’s Chief 
Archivist stated that from his personal experience, many of the Air Force 
organizational records covering this time period were destroyed without 
entering a citation for the governing disposition authority. Our review of 
records control forms showing the destruction of other 
records—including outgoing RAAF messages for 1950—supports the Chief 
Archivist’s viewpoint. 


During our review of records at FBI headquarters, we found a July 8, 1947, 
teletype message from the FBI office in Dallas, Texas, to FBI headquarters 

and the FBI office in Cincinnati, Ohio. An FBI spokesperson confirmed the 

authenticity of the message. 


According to the message, an Eighth Air Force headquarters official had 
telephonically informed the FBI's Dallas office of the recovery near Roswell 
of a hexagonal-shaped disc suspended from a large balloon by cable. The 
message further stated that the disc and balloon were being sent to Wright 
Field (now Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio) for examination. 
According to the Eighth Air Force official, the recovered object resembled 
a high-altitude weather balloon with a radar reflector. The message stated 
that no further investigation by the FBI was being conducted. (A copy of 
the teletype message appears in app. II.) 
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Queries to Federal 
Agencies Regarding 
Records on the Crash 


To follow up on the July 8th message, we reviewed microfilm abstracts of 
the FBI Dallas and Cincinnati office activities for July 1947. An abstract 
prepared by the FBI Dallas office on July 12, 1947, summarized the | 
particulars of the July 8th message. There was no mention in the 
Cincinnati office abstracts of the crash or recovery of an airborne object 
near Roswell. 


Because the FBI message reported that debris from the Roswell crash was 
being transported to Wright Field for examination, we attempted to 
determine whether military regulations existed for handling such debris, 
We were unable to locate any applicable regulation. As a final step, we 
reviewed Air Materiel Command (Wright Field) records from 1947 to 1950. 
for evidence of command personnel involvement in this matter. We found. 
no records mentioning the Roswell crash or the examination by Air 
Materiel Command personnel of any debris recovered from the crash. 


We sent letters to several federal agencies asking for any government 
records they might have concerning the Roswell crash. In this regard, we 
contacted Dob, the National Security Council, the White House Office of 
Science and Technology Policy, the cia, the FBI, and the Department of 
Energy. 


The National Security Council, the White House Office of Science and 

Technology Policy, and the Department of Energy responded that they 
no government records relating to the Roswell crash. (Copies of their 

responses appear in app. III, IV, and V.) The FBI, DoD, and the Cla provided 
the following information. 


Federal Bureau of 
Investigation 


The FBI informed us that all FBI data regarding the crash near Roswell had_ 
been processed under Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requests 
previously received by the Bureau. We reviewed the FBI's FOIA material and 
identified the July 8, 1947, FBI teletype message discussing the recovery 
near Roswell of a high-altitude weather balloon with a radar reflector, 
(A copy of the FBI's response appears in app. VI.) 


—s TA 


Department of Defense 


Dob informed us that the U.S. Air Force report of July 1994, entitled Report 
of Air Force Research Regarding the Roswell Incident, represents the 
extent of Dop records or information concerning the Roswell crash, The 

Air Force report concluded that there was no dispute that something 
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happened near Roswell in July 1947 and that all available official materials 
indicated the most likely source of the wreckage recovered was one of the 
project MOGUL balloon trains. At the time of the Roswell crash, project 
MOGUL was a highly classified U.S. effort to determine the state of Soviet 
nuclear weapons research using balloons that carried radar reflectors and 
acoustic sensors. (A copy of Dop's response appears in app. VII.) 


(ntral Intelligence 
\yency 


In March 1995, the c1a’s Executive Director responded to our letter of 
inquiry by stating that earlier searches by the cia for records on 
unidentified flying objects produced no information pertaining to the 
Roswell crash. The Executive Director added, however, that it was unclear 
whether the cia had ever conducted a search for records specifically 
relating to Roswell. In the absence of such assurance, the Executive 
Director instructed cia personnel to conduct a comprehensive records 
search for information relating to Roswell. On May 30, 1995, the c1a’s 
Executive Director informed us that a search against the term “Roswell, 
New Mexico,” in all cla databases produced no cia documents related to 
the crash. (A copy of cla’s response appears in app. VIII.) 


| 


{gency Comments 


A draft of this report was provided to pop for comment. Don offered no 
comments or suggested changes to the report. The Chief Archivist, 
National Personnel Records Center offered several comments clarifying 
matters dealing with records management. These comments have been 
incorporated into the final report where appropriate. 


The cia, the Department of Energy, the FBI, the National Security-Council, 
and the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy also 
received excerpts from the report discussing the activities of their 
respective agencies. They had no substantive comments and made no 
suggested changes to the report. 


[= re 
‘cope and 
\lethodology 


To determine the requirements for reporting air accidents in 1947, we 
interviewed military service records management officials, reviewed 
military record-keeping regulations in effect during this time period, and 
examined Army Air Forces and Navy air accident reports. 


We also sought to identify any government records related to the Roswell 


crash. In this regard, we visited and reviewed records at the locations 
listed in table 1. 
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Table 1: Locations Visited and Records Reviewed 


Locations visited Records reviewed 
National Archives, Washington, D.C. Air Force papers on unidentified flying objects 

Army Counterintelligence Corps historical files, 1947-49 
National Archives II, College Park, Md. Project Blue Book Special Report No. 14 


National Security Council meeting minutes, 1947-48 


National Archives, National Record Center, Suitland, Md. Army Inspector General reports, 1947-58 
Army staff intelligence correspondence, 1947-56 
Headquarters Army Air Force message traffic, 1947-54 
Army Air Force and Air Materiel Command (Wright Field) research and 
development files, 1947-50 


National Personnel Records Center, Morning reports for RAAF units, July 1947 

St. Louis, Mo. Eighth Air Force messages, 1947-50 
Eighth Air Force correspondence, 1947-51 
Eighth Air Force weekly activity summaries, July 1947 
Service records of key personnel assigned to RAAF, 1947 
Project Sign® investigative reports, 1948 
Army Adjutant General correspondence, 1947-49 
Missile test firing reports at White Sands, N. Mex., 1947-54 


Department of the Air Force, Washington, D.C. Current and past records management regulations 

Report of Air Force Research Regarding the Roswell Incident, July 199 
Department of the Army, Washington, D.C. Current and past records management regulations 
Department of the Navy, Washington, D.C. Air accident reports, July 1947 


Air Force Safety Agency, Kirtland Air Force Base, N. Mex. Air accident reports, July 1947 


Air Force History Support Office, Bolling Air Force Base, 509th Bomb Group and RAAF monthly histories, July and August 194 
Washington, D.C. 


National Security Agency, Fort Meade, Md. FOIA records, Citizens Against UFO Secrecy 

Military History Institute, Army War College, Carlisle, Pa. Army Counterintelligence Corps reports, 1947 

Army Central Security Facility, Army Counterintelligence Corps reports, 1947 

Fort Meade, Md. 

Central Intelligence Agency, Langley, Va. Scientific Advisory Panel on Unidentified Flying Objects (Robertson P 
FOIA records, Ground Saucer Watch, Inc. 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, Washington, D.C. FOIA records on unidentified flying objects 


National Atomic Museum, Kirtland Air Force Base, N. Mex. 509th Bomb Group historical information, 1947 
RAAF base newspaper Atomic Blast, July and August 1947 


*Project Sign was the predecessor to Project Blue Book. 


Our search of government records was complicated by the fact that sor 

records we wanted to review were missing and there was not always an 
explanation. Further, the records management regulations forthe 
retention and disposition of records were unclear or changing during th 

Period we reviewed. 
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We also queried the National Security Council, the White House Office of 
Science and Technology Policy, the Department of Energy, the FBI, DOD, 
and the cla to determine what government records they have on the 
Roswell crash. We did not independently verify the information provided 
to us in their written responses. 


In addition to physically examining government records, we contacted the 
following federal activities to determine whether they had any information 
about the Roswell crash: 


Air Force Historical Research Agency, Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama; 
Air Force Aeronautical Systems Center, Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, 
Ohio; 

Army Center for Military History, Washington, D.C.; and 

509th Bomb Wing, Office of the Historian, Whiteman Air Force Base, 
Missouri. 


We conducted our review from March 1994 to June 1995 in accordance 
with generally accepted government auditing standards. 


Unless you publicly announce its contents earlier, we plan no further 
distribution of this report until 30 days after its issue date. At that time, we 
will make copies available to other interested parties upon request. 


If you or your staff have any questions about this report, please call me on 
(202) 512-3504. A major contributor to this report is Gary K. Weeter, 
Assistant Director. 


Sincerely yours, 


fharolsDania 


Richard Davis 
Director, National Security 
Analysis 
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Abbreviations 

CIA Central Intelligence Agency 
DOD Department of Defense 

FBI Federal Bureau of Investigation 
FOIA Freedom of Information Act 
RAAF Roswell Army Air Field 
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ConBINED History | * {F | 


2097 BOMB GRO Y : 
ROSWELL ArMy AIRF ERD 


1 Jury 1947 Turouvcn 31 Jury 1947 
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RESTaICTZD 


Tho other three briefings were those whish were Given to the VIP 
and @ simulated Lriefing to a large group of Air Scouts representing 


@1l of the troops in Mew Mextoc chich was given on 15 July 1947, 


Several emall projects were completed during the month inoluding 
signs on all the office doore, a building directory, and a world situation 
map whioh ie maintained on a day-to-day basis, 


The Historical Section of $-2 has been seriously handicapped by 
eee 


the removal of the regular stenographer with the reduction in force. 


Due to the fact that the quality of the dorartment reports has 
in general been ao inadequate, lectures are being propared to be given 
early in August to properly train the liaisou representatives of each 


departaent. 


The Office of Public Information was kept quite busy during the ~ 
tet 
month answering inquiries on the "flying disco", which was reported to 
be in possession of the GO9th Bomb Group. the object turned out to be 


& radar traoking balloon. 


The main project of the month wus making a1] arrangements for a 
successful Air Foroe Day. Lt. Colonel Oliver Lafarge, Air Resorve Corps, 
at Santa Fe, made arrangenents for Colone) Blanchard to visit the Governor 
of Wew Mexico and ask him to declare Air Force Day in Yew Kexico on 


1 August. 


R33TRICTED 
39 
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FBI “DALLAS 7-8-47 
inceroranerski, CINCINNATI 
Ariying DISC, INFORMATION CONCERNING. 


"ELUM gp Eopce, TELEPHOMIGALLY ADVISED TUIS OFFICE THAT AN OBJECT 
: PURBORTINC TORE" A FLYING DISC VAS RE COVERED NEAR ROSWELL. NEV 


MEXICO, ‘THIS DATE. THE DISC IS HEXAGONAL IN SHAPE AND WAS SUSPEN :DED 
‘FROM A BALLON py C ABLE, WHICH BALLON WAS APPROXIMATELY Twenty 


“FEET IN DIAMETER. GRRE service ADVISED JTHAT. Tue asst 
FOUND RESEMBLES A HIGH ALTITUDE YEATHER BALLOON WITHA -RARAR «: 


REFLECTOR, | ‘BUT THAT TELEP. SATION BETWEEN THEIR OFFICE 
7 MH sink wn oot soem uaz ute ani ‘DISC’ ‘AND 
“BALLOON A OQ WRIGHT OR. EXA yAT 


INEORNATION PROVIDED THIS OFFICE BECAU SE CF NATIONAL INTEREST Iw ‘CASE . 
par nee 


FRRK AND FACT THAT NATIONAL BROADCASTING “COLPANY, ASSOCIATED. PRESS,. ANE 
OTHERS ATTEMPTING .TO BREAK STORY OF LOCATION OF DISC TODAY. gage 
QAM ovised wound request wRicHT FIELD To ADVISE ; CiMCENAT 


pe Ss 
OFFICE RESULTS . 2OF. EXAMINATION. * (°) FURTHER INVEST CATCH BEING i 


CONDUCTED. wt Rte” i 


ik 


rWYLY ectae tei 


REOoRDrD EP 

; ng dle Pri aT 

CKXX ACKLIN ORDER oP 7 
oo bon oo 

ua 93 FBI“CI MJW - 


END 


8- 33 PM 0 . 


e-22 Pi oK Fol mec 
Oke br cree ee 
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ES LE TE CEE IT I ET REE 
9K 2948 


NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON. 0 C. 20606 


April 28, 1995 


MEMORANDUM FOR MR. JOSEPH E. KELLEY 
Director-in-Charge, International 
Affairs Issues 
General Accounting Office 


SUBJECT: Request for NSC Records 


I am responding to your April 12, 1995, request for information 
or NSC records related to the crash of an airborne object near 
Roswell, New Mexico in July 1947. The NSC has no records or 
information related to the incident at Roswell. 


For information about any government records that may document 
the crash at Roswell, we suggest you contact the National 
Archives, Textual Reference Division, 8601 Adelphi Road, College 
Park, Maryland 20740. Their telephone number is (301) 713-7230. 


Re 


Andrew D. Sens 
Executive Secretary 
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; 
; 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY 
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20500 
April 26, 1995 
Dear Mr. Hunt: 
In response to your recent inquiry of April 12, 1995. The Office of Science and 
Technology Policy reviewed its records regarding the Roswell Incident. OSTP has no direct q 
knowledge of what occurred at Roswell and no records, except for the information I received | 
from the Air Force. | 
I look forward to receiving the GAO report. 
Sincerely, ra 
ron ia } 
lf 
Enclosures | 
As stated ‘ 


Mr. William Hunt 

Director, Federal Management Issues 

United States Government Accounting Office 
Washington, DC 20548 
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Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585 


June 8, 1995 


Richard Davis 

Director, National Security 
Analysis 

General Accounting Office 

Washington, D.C. 20538 


Dear Mr. Davis: 


This is in response to your request for records related to the crash of an 
airborne object near Roswell, New Mexico, in July 1947. We conducted an in- 
depth search for documents related to the crash and have found no such 
documents . 


If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to 
contact Barry Uhlig of my staff on 202-586-1910. 


Sincerely, 


fo 


foseph F. Vivona 
Chief Financial Officer 


Q mann mie 
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U.S. Department of Justice 
& Federal Bureau of Investigation 


Weshlagwa, D.C. 20535 


April 24, 1995 


Mr. Richard Davis 

Director 

Attn: Gary K. Weeter 
National Security Analysis 
General Accounting Office 
Washington, D. Cc. 


Dear Mr. Davis: 


This is in response to a letter dated April 7, 1995, 
from Norman J. Rabkin, Director, Administration of Justice 
Issues, General Accounting Office, to John E. Collingwood, 
Inspector in Charge, Office of Public and Congressional Affairs, 
FBI, regarding government records concerning the crash of an 
airborne object near Roswell, New Mexico, in July 1947 (Code 
701034). 


A search of FBI indices for information relating to the 
crash of an airborne object near Roswell, New Mexico, in 1947, 
determined that all FBI data concerning the incident has been 
processed under the provisions of the Freedom of Information Act 
(FOIA) and is available for review in our FOIA Reading Room. A 
copy of the document forwarded to me by Gary Weeter is among the 
documents in the Reading Room. If your staff wishes to review 
the material, please call Margaret Tremblay, a member of my 
staff, at least 48 hours in advance of the desired appointment. 
She can be reached on 324-5292. 


Sincerely yours, 


Swanson D. Carter 

Supervisory Special Agent 

Office of Public and 
Congressional Affairs 


Page 18 GAO/NSIAD-95-187 Government R 


endix VII 


omments From the Department of Defense 


Doc. 7-5r GAO Report to Congressman Schiff 
Concerning Roswell, Jul 28, 1995 


INSPECTOR GENERAL 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
400 ARMY NAVY ORIVE 
ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22202-2884 


Analysis 
and Followup 


Mr. Richard Davis 

Director, National Security Analysis 
U.S. General Accounting Office 

441 G Street W.W. 

Room 5025 

Washington, D.C. 20548 


Dear Mr. Davis: 


The Department of the Air Force July 1994 report 
is the DoD response to questions posed in your April 12 
letter related to GAO Code 701034. 


If you have any questions, please contact sy 
action officer, Pattie Cirino, at 703-604-9631. If she 
is not available, pl: je contact Ms. Merlene L. Scales 
at 703-604-9626. 


A ean. 
Kathryn B®. Truex 


Deputy Assistant Inspector General 
for GAO Report Analysis 


Enclosure 
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30 May 1995 


Mr. Richard Davis 

Director, National Security Analysis 
US General Accounting Office 
Washington, D.C. 20548 


Dear Mr. Davis, 


In a letter dated 30 March 1995, this Agency advised you 
that it would conduct a comprehensive record search to aid in 
the completion of your investigation of the crash of an airborne 
object near Roswell, New Mexico, in July 1947. In accordance with 
your request, we have searched all of our data bases against the 
terms “Project Mogul” and “Roswell, New Mexico.” 


The search did not yield any documents related to either of 
these terms. Therefore, this Agency has no information, beyond 
those records already reviewed by Mr. Gary Weeter of your staff, 
relevant to your investigation. 

Sincerely, 
Nora Slatkin 
Executive Director 
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CHAPTER EIGHT 


A Final 


Initially, this chapter was not going to be in- 
cluded in this book. However, I feel that the 
information it contains is important and the 
American public have a right to know. 

Had it not been for the tragic death 
of my son, Robert Francis Stone, on August 
18, 1995, I would have carried much of this 
information to the grave. Instead, I will re- 
veal some of it here, and more in a forth- 
coming book about my life and involvement 
within the Aerial Phenomena Field. 

After my retirement from the United 
States Army in February, 1990, I was hired 
as a consultant to a Roswell, NM, security 
firm. On Friday night, August 18, 1995, I 
was working as Chief of Security at the 
Roswell Mall. Shortly after 8:00 P.M. we were 
notified that a motorcycle accident had oc- 
curred at the Mall entrance. I was the first 
officer to respond. Lying dead on the road 
beside his motorcycle was my son, Robert. 

As Roswell Police officer Moore 
drove me home to inform my wife of our 
son’s death, I heard an All Points Bulletin 
going out over the police radio for a small 
blue pickup truck in connection with the 
accident involving my son. Almost immedi- 
ately, rumors began circulating about the 
accident. 

About a week later, the News Man- 
ager for the local KBIM-TV News, David 
Gonzalez, called me and stated that he had 
heard there was more to my son’s death than 
what was being reported. I informed him 
that I did not wish to discuss my son at that 
time—thus ending the conversation. 

There exist many questions sur- 
rounding my son’s death, and many reasons 
why I believe the police may have covered 
up various mechanical and medical facts 
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about the incident. The police seem to have 
been acting on orders from higher up, and 
the whole cycle of denials and contradic- 
tions sounded all too familiar from my life- 
time of chasing down evasive government 
sources. However, I will continue to search 
for the answers to those painful questions 
without the harsh glare of the media, until 
I am satisfied that I have the full truth. 

I continue to ask myself each day if 
my involvement in this field had anything 
to do with the circumstances of my son’s 
death. If foul play was involved, the two mis- 
sions I have uncovered in my research that 
are revealed in this chapter might well be 
the reason why I was punished so severely. 
That said, I will continue to risk whatever 
repercussions may lie ahead by telling you 
what the U.S. Air Force does not wish you 
to know. This information has taken me 
more than thirty-five years to uncover. 

Most, if not all, of the documents 
appearing in this chapter are being offered 
to the public for the first time. Many of these 
documents have not appeared in print in 
any other publication. And many of the gov- 
ernmental agencies involved were not even 
aware that I gained possession of the docu- 
ments. But, I can assure you, they were all 
legally obtained. 


tte 


To this very day the United States Air Force 
maintains that twas the only agency of the 
federal government that had anything to do 
with UFOs. Furthermore, the Air Force 
maintains that its investigations of UFOs 
were carried out through Project Sign and 
Project Grudge, and ended with Project 
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Blue Book. This is a blatant lie and the Air 
Force knows it. (See doc. 8-1.) 

The facts that I have uncovered are 
that the United States Army started its in- 
vestigation of UFOs back during the Second 
World War. The Army’s Counter Intelli- 
gence Corps (CIC) was charged with the 
responsibility of finding out what the “foo- 
fighters” being reported by the Allied air- 
crews were. After the war, this mission con- 
tinued. 

The CIC was very quietly investigat- 
ing reports of unusual things being reported 
in the skies over America before the start of 
Project Sign (January 22, 1948). With the 
Kenneth Arnold sighting of June 24, 1947, 
in Roswell, NM, and the press picking up 
on it, more and more people started to re- 
port sightings of strange objects in our skies. 
With the outcry from the American public 
for answers, and in order to protect the se- 
crecy of the real military investigations, 
Project Sign was established. However, the 
CIC quietly continued its own secret inves- 
tigation—whose findings were not to be re- 
leased to ordinary citizens. 

The United States Air Force became 
a separate branch of the Armed Services in 
September 1947, as a result of the passing 
of the National Security Act by Congress. 
Those CIC individuals who remained in the 
Air Force after it separated from the U.S. 
Army became members of the Air Force’s 
Office of Special Investigations (OSI), but 
were still working counterintelligence for 
the Air Force. Furthermore, they cooper- 
ated with the Army’s CIC. 

Further evidence of OSI involvement 
with UFO Investigations is provided in an 
FBI document dated October 9, 1950. This 
document states: 


Bureau liaison determined on the 
morning of October 9, 1950, from 
OSI Headquarters that the investi- 
gation of these aerial phenomena 
are being handled by OSI, Wright 
Field, Ohio. Their investigation of 
these phenomena fails to indicate 
that the sightings involved space 
ships or missiles from any other 
planet or country. 
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The reason given for the OSI failure 
to determine the origin of the phenomena 
was that 


the complaints received by them 
have failed to indicate any definite 
pattern of activity. (See doc. 8-3.) 


But if these objects are interplanetary, would 
we have any idea as to what type of “pattern 
of activity” to really look for? 

On January 22, 1948, Project Sign 
was established as a result of Air Force Let- 
ter (AFL) 200-5. Project Sign was assigned 
an A-2 priority at a Secret level, meaning that 
the project would not be totally inaccessible, 
as were Top Secret or security-sensitive in- 
formation. However, we shall see that other 
directives placed other agencies with the re- 
sponsibility for any information classified 
higher than Secret. Obviously, the Director- 
ate of Air Intelligence was maintaining those 
files. Furthermore, as we have seen in Chap- 
ter One, those cases that could affect na- 
tional security were not to become part of 
Project Sign, Project Grudge, or even the 
Project Blue Book system. 

A letter from Headquarters, Air De- 
fense Command, dated February 4, 1948, 
states: 


CIC personnel attached to the 
numbered air forces of this com- 
mand may be utilized to prosecute 
the investigation of subject inci- 
dents (UFOs). 


Here we have both the Air Defense Command 
and CIC being involved. (See doc. 8-2.) 

The Directorate of Intelligence of 
the United States Air Force issued “Air In- 
telligence Requirements Memorandum 
Number 4,” dated February 19, 1949. (See 
doc. 8-4.) The purpose of this memorandum 
was twofold: 


To enunciate continuing Air Force 
requirements for information 
pertaining to sightings of uncon- 
ventional aircraft and unidentified 
flying objects, including the so- 
called “flying discs.” 
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To establish procedures for report- 
ing such information. 


The investigation of UFOs, accord- 
ing to this document, was to include those 
reports from overseas commands and Air 
Attachés, as well as those reported in the 
United States. This is strange when one con- 
siders that, according to the Air Force at that 
time, the phenomenon was only being re- 
ported in the U.S. Also, officially we were 
not to investigate reports from overseas 
areas unless they were reported by military 
personnel. This, according to AFL 200-5. 


rk 


On September 8, 1950, the Director of Air 
Force Intelligence issued a letter entitled 
“Reporting of Information on Unconven- 
tional Aircraft.” (See doc. 8-5.) This letter 
stated: 


The United States Air Force has a 
continuing requirement for the 
reporting and technical analysis of 
observations of unconventional 
aircraft which might indicate an 
advance in progress of a foreign 
power. An unconventional aircraft, 
within the meaning of this direc- 
tive, is defined as any aircraft or 
airborne object which by perfor- 
mance, aerodynamic characteris- 
tics, or unusual features, does not 
conform to any presently known 
aircraft type. 


Please note the definition for unconven- 
tional aircraft given in this directive. Is it just 
coincidence that this is the same definition 
given for UFOs? 

By mid-1953, the Air Defense Com- 
mand (ADC) had taken over all field 
invesigations of UFOs. The reasons for this 
are simple. First, if UFOs proved hostile, it 
would be the Air Defense Command that 
would have to deal with the situation. 

Second, in January 1953 the Air De- 
fense Command activated the unit best 
suited to carry out investigations of Uniden- 
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tified Flying Objects: the 4602d Air Intelli- 
gence Service Squadron (AISS). 

A CIA document, dated December 
17, 1953, states: 


Of particular interest is the fact that 
ATIC [Air Technical Intelligence 
Center] is in the progress of trans- 
ferring Project Bluebook to Hq., 
Air Defense Command. According 
to Lt. Col. Harry Johnston, Chief, 
Electronic Branch, the reason for 
the transfer was that ADC had been 
doing most of the investigative 
work of the project and “if it turns 
out that those things (UFOs) are 
space ships or long range aircraft 
from another country, ADC is the 
[Air Force] Command that would 
have to take action.” (See doc. 8-6.) 


On January 3, 1953, Air Defense 
Command Regulation 24-4 created the 
4602d Air Intelligence Service Squadron. 
This special unit was given a wartime mis- 
sion of exploiting downed enemy people, 
papers, and hardware. Outside of participat- 
ing in simulated training problems, this unit 
had no peacetime mission. By March 1953, 
the decision was made to use the 4602d AISS 
in UFO investigations, and by the end of 
December 1953, a working agreement ex- 
isted between the Air Techical Intelligence 
Center and the 4602d AISS. (See docs. 8-7 
and 88.) 

The members of the 4602d AISS who 
were to be involved in UFO investigations 
were given twenty hours of specialized train- 
ing to better accomplish their assigned task. 
(See doc. 8-9.) 

Since all UFO reports were to be for- 
warded to ATIC at Wright-Patterson Air 
Force Base, thus giving the impression that 
everything was going to Project Blue Book, 
it was extremely important to have in place 
at ATIC the means by which the truly good 
cases could be pulled and kept from the 
Project Blue Book Files. This would enable 
quick-response recovery teams to be dis- 
patched. This was accomplished by the use 
of another secret military group organized 
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under the name Operation Blue Fly, which 
is explained below. 

Operation Blue Fly was established 
for the quick recovery of downed foreign 
equipment, papers, and personnel. Please 
keep in mind that this was a peacetime mis- 
sion. Since there existed a belief that the 
flying discs might be some new device of the 
Soviet Union, they were included as an item 
of interest to Operation Blue Fly, the 4602d 
AISS being the operation’s arms, legs, ears, 
and eyes. 

Reports of UFOs were to be given to 
the 4602d AISS Detachment closest to the 
reported sighting. Then the detachment 
would determine if the case warranted fol- 
low-up investigation. The 4602d AISS was 
required to file a report to the Air Techni- 
cal Intelligence Center within three days of 
receiving a report. 

The reports did not go directly to the 
Project Blue Book office. First, a report was 
to go through the Operation Blue Fly 
Project Monitor Officer. A summary of the 
history of the Air Technical Intelligence 
Center for the period of July 1, 1954, 
through December 31, 1954, shows that 
problems with this quick-reaction program 
had been worked out and 


In order to insure constant avail- 
ability of qualified personnel for 
“Blue Fly,” four ATIC officers were 
assigned duty as assistant project 
monitors. This assignment takes 
priority over other Operations 
Section projects when “Blue Fly” is 
alerted for travel. (See doc. 8-10.) 


Those cases that were easily solved 
would be passed to the Project Blue Book 
office for proper filing. However, if the case 
was an unknown or diffcult in solving, a dif- 
ferent course of action came into play. 

If the case was truly a compelling un- 
known and the media had not become 
aware of it, it would be analyzed by Techni- 
cal Intelligence (T-2) and the Electronics 
Division (T-3) of ATIC, while at the same 
time keeping it out of the Project Blue Book 
Files. These were the cases that could have 
some bearing on national security and “were 
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never meant to be part of the Project Blue 
Book system.” 

In order to aid the 4602d AISS in 
their investigations of UFOS, ATIC provided 
them with a document, dated January 14, 
1955, entitled “UFOB Guide.” (See doc. 8- 
11.) The intent of this document was to aid 
in the identification of known objects and 
phenomena, thus ruling out any confusion 
of experimental airborne materials with 
truely unidentified flying objects. The 4602d 
AISS was so impressed with this document, 
they created their own guide for use by the 
Ground Observer Corps: “Guide to UFO 
Identification.” (See doc. 8-12.) 

In 1957, the 4602d AISS was re- 
named the 1006th AISS and placed under 
Headquarters, U.S. Air Force, Directorate 
of Air Intelligence. With fewer personnel 
being assigned to the 1006th AISS than its 
older counterpart, the 1006th was granted 
the authority to investigate only those UFO 
cases appearing to have some intelligence 
value. (See doc. 8-13.) 

Under Headquarters, U.S. Air Force 
Message #54322, dated December 23, 1957, 
a new Project was created called Project 
Moon Dust. The mission of Project Moon 
Dust was “to collect and analyze raw intelli- 
gence reports from the field on fallen space 
debris and objects of unknown origin.” This 
Project also gave the Air Force the means to 
monitor the UFO investigation efforts of 
other nations. Some examples of how this 
activity was carried out are given in the his- 
tory of the 39th Air Division, dated July 1, 
1960, through December 31, 1960, and an 
OSI document dated August 16, 1962. (See 
docs. 8-14 and 8-15.) 

In the early 1970s this project came 
under the control of the Department of 
State with monitorship responsibilities given 
to the Defense Intelligence Agency. How- 
ever, well into the late 1980s the U.S. Air 
Force maintained its own Project Moon 
Dust. 

Some excellent examples of how the 
Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) carried 
out its responsibilities under Project Moon 
Dust are given in a DIA Message dated July 
16, 1965, entitled “Unidentified Flying Ob- 
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jects Sighted in Antarctica”; a DIA Message 
dated August 26, 1966, entitled “Unidenti- 
fied Flying Objects Over Taiwan”; a DIA 
Message dated April 3, 1967, entitled “Re- 
ported Sightings of Flying Saucers in Bra- 
zil”; a DIA Message dated January 19, 1968, 
entitled “Unidentified Flying Objects” and 
dealing with a Russian commission to study 
UFOs; a DIA Message dated August 9, 1968, 
entitled “UFO Newspaper Clippings” and 
dealing with reported UFO sightings in Ar- 
gentina; and a DIA Message dated August 
24, 1974, entitled “Spanish UFO Sightings.” 

Please note that the Defense Intelli- 
gence Agency considers all its records deal- 
ing with Project Moon Dust to still be classi- 
fied in the interests of national security to 
this very day. The only records they have 
released to date are those that had already 
been released by the Department of State. 
(See docs. 8-16, 8-17, 8-18, 8-19, 8-20, and 8- 
21.) 

According to the U.S. Air Force, 
none of the documents mentioned in this 
chapter exist. The Air Force states they were 
destroyed long ago. (See docs. 8-22 and 8- 
23.) To be sure, when a U.S. Senator asked 
the U.S. Air Force about these missions, the 
response was: “These missions never ex- 
isted.” (See Report to Congress in Appen- 
dix.) 

Unfortunately for those seeking to 
cover up the truth, the documents attached 
to this chapter were all obtained legally from 
the U.S. Air Force, Defense Intelligence 
Agency, the FBI, and the Department of 
State—to name but a few. These missions, 
identified in this chapter, continue to this 
day. However, with the U.S. Air Force hay- 
ing no knowledge of what other government 
agencies had released to me, it was impos- 
sible for them to maintain any consistancy 
in their evasive, untruthful responses to my 
inquiries. 

In a letter from the Air Force dated 
May 3, 1990, concerning a request from me 
on Moon Dust and Blue Fly, I was told: 


We have two records responsive to 
your request. However, they are 
exempt from disclosure because 
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the information contained in them 
is currently and properly classified. 


Upon my appeal of this decision, the 
Air Force responded under a letter dated 
July 25, 1990: 


The information responsive to your 
request that is being withheld is 
currently properly classified pursu- 
ant to Executive Order and is 
exempt from disclosure.... Release 
of the information could cause 
identifiable damage to the national 
security. Thus, a significant and 
legitimate governmental purpose is 
servied by its withholding, and 
discretionary release is not appro- 
priate. (See Report to Congress in 
Appendix.) 


In March 1991, the Department of 
State surfaced eleven documents pertaining 
to Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue 
Fly belonging to the U.S. Air Force. The Air 
Force responded, concerning these docu- 
ments, with a letter dated June 5, 1991, stat- 


ing: 


We can neither confirm nor deny 
the existence or nonexistence of 
records responsive to your request 
regarding “Projects or Operations 
known as BLUE FLY, MOON 
DUST, AFCIN SOP, and ICGL#4,” 
as any other response could reveal 
operations under section 1.3(a) (1) 
of Executive Order 12356, “Na- 
tional Security Information”. 


Once I started asking for congres- 
sional assistance, these documents known 
to exist disappeared. The Air Force could 
no longer locate them. 

On September 29, 1994, I asked for 
the assistance of Senator Domenici’s Office 
in getting the release of the above-men- 
tioned documents. The Air Force re- 
sponded with a letter dated December 7, 
1994, stating: 


The projects as such no longer 
exist, nor do their files. Classified 
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reports that existed, if any, presum- 
ably were destroyed. 


Considering the Air Force’s responses of 
May 3, 1990, July 25, 1990, and June 5, 1991, 
the above comment_can only be considered 
as a statement made in a further attempt to 
cover up these missions. 

On September 27, 1994, I requested 
that the Air Force do a “Mandatory Declas- 
sification Review” (MDR) of the Moon Dust 
and Blue Fly records. Once again, with a 
letter dated February 23, 1995, the Air Force 
denied the existence of any records. How- 
ever, this time they sent me several records 
stating that they 


[were] previously provided to the 
Air Force by individuals seeking 
information on records relating to 
Projects MOONDUST and 
BLUEFLY. 


An interesting point to this is that the 
records they sent me were taken directly 
from my previous book, UFOs: Let the Record 
Sbeck for Itself. 

Finally, under a letter dated April 4, 
1997, the Air Force admitted that Opera- 
tion Blue Fly was, in fact, involved with the 
investigation of UFOs by stating: 


Its mission had been enlarged to 
include space objects and UFOs if 
any were reported available for 
recovery. No Soviet Bloc planes or 
personnel were ever downed in the 
United States, and no UFOs were 
ever reported downed or recovered 
in the United States or anywhere 
else. Operation Blue Fly was termi- 
nated because of the lack of activity. 
(See doc. 8-24.) 


Once again, documents were at- 
tached to this letter—all taken from my pre- 
vious book, along with its special reports. It 
was clear that the U.S. Air Force was one of 
my biggest fans, having purchased and re- 
peatedly quoted from my book. 

The Air Force statement “No Soviet 
Bloc planes or personnel were ever downed 
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in the United States, and no UFOs were ever 
reported downed or recovered in the United 
States or anywhere else” is totally false. 

On March 20, 1964, a Soviet-built 
Cuban HOUND Helicopter landed in Key 
West, Florida. The Air Force’s Operation 
Blue Fly was assigned the primary re- 
sponsibility for the intelligence exploitation 
of that helicopter. This case is taken directly 
from the official Air Force Intelligence files. 
(See doc. 8-25.) 

On December 9, 1965, an object fell 
to earth in Acme, Pennsylvania. There ex- 
ists in the official Project Blue Book file on 
this case, a hand-written note stating: 


A three man team has been dis- 
patched to Acme, Pa. to investigate 
and pick up an object that started a 
fire. 


This case is known within UFO circles 
as the Kecksburg Case. The “three man 
team” was not further identified and the 
object was never brought to Project Blue 
Book. This three-man team was, in fact, an 
Operation Blue Fly Team. (See doc. 8-26.) 

The above examples present only two 
cases. To be sure, there exist many more. 
The Air Force insists these events never hap- 
pened—even though they are taken from 
the Air Force’s own official files. One can 
only guess how much more is being kept 
from the American people and their duly 
elected representatives. 

Ifa nation of angry readers can help 
me launch a Congressional investigation of 
Air Force impropriety (we could call it 
UFOgate), a primary question to pose to the 
Air Force would be: How do known and clas- 
sified documents allegedly “disappear?” 

I am of the opinion that we are not 
encountering bureaucratic incompetence, 
but purposeful deceit, cover up and obstruc- 
tion. 


Conclusion 


Like a crooked accountant preparing two sets of books, the United States Air Force main- 
tained two separate UFO investigation programs. Operation Blue Book was the only pro- 
gram publicly known to exist, and is was conceived and prepared solely to mislead the 
public. The other program was given a higher classification, and its existence was kept 
secret from not only the general public but even from the congressional leaders of this 
country, who have a vital need to know. 

Operation Blue Book’s purpose was all public relations. It was a clearinghouse for 
UFO reports, and provided answers to questions from the general public. The highest 
classification ever given to Operation Blue Book (known in 1948 as Project Sign) was 
Secret, with an A-2 Priority. Operation Blue Book was never meant to be involved in the 
investigation of UFO reports that could have any possible effect on national security. Op- 
eration Blue Book was an officially sanctioned deception program to cover up the exist- 
ence of the more highly classified UFO program that did investigate UFO cases with some 
bearing on national security. 

The more highly classified program was the one with substance, concentrating on 
evidence of encounters with beings of vastly superior technical capabilities. The unit as- 
signed to these “hot” UFO cases was a particular Air Intelligence Service Squadron that 
seemed to enjoy an unfair monopoly on UFO data, especially that which came in from Air 
Force pilots and NASA astronauts. This book, by the way, does not pretend to cover the 
NASA side of the UFO story, but one can find several books with compelling testimony 
from our astronauts. Relevant books coming out during this 50" anniversary of the 1947 
Roswell Incident include William J. Birnes and Philip J. Corso’s The Day After Roswell, Jim 
Marrs’ Alien Agenda, and Bill Fawcett’s Making Contact. 

Even though I have described it as a prop, Operation Blue Book itself was termi- 
nated on December 17, 1969. This gave the public the impression that the U.S. Govern- 
ment was out of the business of investigating UFOs and no longer had any interest in the 
subject. However, the more highly classified program continued to investigate those cases 
considered to have vital technical intelligence data, and continues to do so to this day. 

Do I have any flying saucers to show you at the UFO Enigma Museum in Roswell? 
No, but I’d be pleased to show you a good deal more than the best collection of govern- 
ment documents on the topic that you now hold in your hands. Without a doubt, much 
debris from and some intact specimens of unidentified aerial objects are being stored and 
examined at restricted government facilities. The Air Force, among other agencies, is 
actively gathering information on these objects from around the world. Even if the intel- 
ligence on these objects is relevant to industry, science, and medicine, the data still re- 
main closed to the nation and the world “in the interests of national security.” 
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CONCLUSION 


The more highly classified UFO investigation program had been able to conceal its 
activities by hiding behind the Cold War. It used to be claimed that the program was 


are of extraterrestrial origin. 
My book is a direct counterattack on this fusillade of falsehood. Documentation 
released under the Freedom of Information Act by the Air Force and other government 


our known world. 

The purpose and origin of UFOs is yet to be ascertained, but it is evident that our 
government continues to stand ready to go anywhere in the world to recover possible 
“unknown origin.” My overriding concern is that the United States Congress 


T have found the UFO enemy, and itis us. Join me in writing to Congress, in insist- 
ing that there are governmental checks and balances missing on this issue. Whatever this 
awesome phenomenon is that has changed our lives forever, this career soldier insists that 
itis far too important to be left in the hands of the military. 
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1, Dete of sighting. 
2 Time of sighting (zonal by 24 hr. clock). 
8. Where sighted (observer’s position): 


a. Ground 
(1) Chy, bn, 


(2) Distance and direction from city or town, road, Intersection, ete. 
(3) From building (story), yard, etc. 
(4) Map coordinates (if feasible) showing latitude and longitude. 
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_ @) Latitude and longitude. , , 
c Sea 
(1) Latitude and longitude. 
(2) Proximity to land. (Name city, country, etc.) 
. 4. Number of objects. : 


Formation type (if any), sketch if possible. 


3 
5. Observable celestial phenomena or Planets that may account for the sighting. (Local facilities 
or organizations which follow such celestial phenomena Should be consulted for such information.) 
6. Distance of object from observer. ° ° 

a. Laterally or horizontally. 

.b. Angle of elevation from horizon, as 

c. Altitude. . 
7. Time in sight. 
a. Appearance af object. 

a. Color. 

b. Shape. (Sketch if possible) 

¢. Apparent construction. (Of what material or substance) 

d. Size, ; ; 
(1) Estimated size. fice Si 
(2) Size as 3 appeared from observer's view. Compared to — object) are 


8. Direction of fight 
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11. Evidence of exhaust. 
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“vb. Length and width. 
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ott ee _ 
cf “fy _ by Stabilizers (horizontal or vertical), 
.f “3,5 (1) Size. 
on by 
ha A - @) Shape. 
Sk OP Pi 
by mt - (8) Location. 
fb. = 
t PP. Poy tee Geist habia: 
>. ‘A 
. 
ro 
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cs eS a eeteareesopene ee 
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_ Alr ducts, 
a. Slots. 
b. Duct openings. 
18. Speed - M.P.H. 
19. Sound. 
a. Continuous hitne or buzs. 
b. Roar, whistle, whoosh. 
ce. Intermittent. 
20. Manner of disappearance. 
a Explode, 
(1) Possibility of fragments. 
(2) Other physical evidence. 
b. Faded from view. 
¢. Disappeared behind obstacle. 


Relative to the Observer 
Ft tk ad Cs 
1, Name of observer. 


2 Address, 
ey; Occupation. 
4, Place of business. 
a. Employer or employee. 
6 Pertinent hobbies. , 
&. Is observer amateur astronomer, pllot, engineer, etc. 
Dd. Length of time engaged in hobby (experience). 


a Color, 

a " b. Bpeed of moving objects. 
c. Size at distance. 

: i %. Reliability of observer. 


ce wesrerenco © @ 


ne 


' 


ee 


. =a a neve 


a ere on 
{ 
: Doc. 8-4f Air Intelligence Requirements 
, Memorandum Number 4, Feb 15, 1949 
(1) Neighbors. 


(2) Police Dept.” 
(3) FBI records. 


Meat otaiiy 


a 


a Poe 


: (4) Employer. 7 


Me 


& - & Notes relative to observer on: 
E: a. Sightings in general. 
j b. How attention was drawn to object(s). 
Q) Sound. 
(2) Motion. 


(3)° Giint of light, | 


c. Degree of fatigue and duration of flight at time of sighting in cases where observer Is 
airborne. ee : . 


ee eRe RG SAT MO 
snk asda ica enaibatei BPE apes Mas otcmnae ts ay’ TAROT OU 


9. Witnesses. 
a. Addressees. 
b. Occupation. 
c. Reliability. 


10. Comments of Interrogator Tegarding the intelligence and character of person interrogated. 


i Relative to Radar Sightings 
: 1, Re radars operating on ground. : 


a. Observations of range, Speed, altitude and size of target. 


Neem ee 


b. Did target executive any turm? Tf so, what angle (180°), etc. and what radius of turn. 
H radius of turn is not observable, how long did the target stay in the turn and what was its speed? 


c. Note particularly any seperation of distant target into several targets upon approach. Track 
all if possible. . « 


er nae 


i % 2 @ airborne when object sighted. 


a 
t 


oo 


a. Were there anjsradar inductions or extra noise on radio circuits? __ 


= 
a b. Give estimates of size, speed, maneuvers, etc. 

YY & - 
rt GENERAL ; 

“x _ tg 
a3 1. Teletype sequences of local weather conditions. : oS 
= : rome 
4 2. Winds aloft report. = 

i eg a : f 

> ' , * 

-6- BALLS? D 


Bhan enon tm Doc. 8-4g Air Intelligence Requirements ; 
Ae ee Memorandum Number 4, Feb 15, 1949 
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3. Local flight schedules ef commercial, private and military aircraft fying in vicinity at the 
time. (Check Canadian activity if close to that border.) 


4. Possible releases of testing devices in vicinity sent aloft by Ordnance, Navy, Alr Force, <= 
Army, Weather Units, Research Organizations or any other. . 7 


6. H object contacted earth, obtain soil samples within and without depression or spot where 
- object landed (and then presumably departed) for purpose of making comparison of soils. 


6. If object came sufficiently near other aircraft or known objects check surfaces with Geiger 
counters for possible radioactivity. Make comparisons with other unaffected aircraft objects, etc. 


7. Obtain photographs (or original negatives) where available; ff not, secure sketches of: 
Object. 
Surrounding terrain where observed. 

Place where it contacted earth (if this happened). 

Maneuvers. , 


of FS FF 


Formation tf objects were more than two. 
| 8. Secure signed statement. 
_ 9. Obdtain fragments or physical evidence where possible. 


10. Was any radio antenna to be observed, f.e., (any projections or extentions that might presum- 
ably be construed as such). ; . 


” 


_— C0) Catere 


Cc. P. CABELL 
. : Major General, USAF 3 
. Director of Intelligence, Office of 
Deputy Chief of Staff, Operations 


DISTRIBUTION: 


Commanding General, Major Air Commands, 
, ZI and Overseas © 

{ . All United States Alr Attaches 
| 


q Director of Central Intelligence : 
q Special Assistant for Research and Intelligence 
Department of State 
ector of Intelligence, GSUSA 
‘ ef of Naval Intelligence : 
f Commandant (INT), United States Coast Guard 4 n 
Director, Federal Bureau af Investigation : 


eo Mapa es pe pgemwaaet OF THE AIR FORCE <7" 
piaee eae HEADQUARTERS UNITE STATES AIR FORCE 
f | -—_.__-_... WASEIBOTON 25, D. 


Saas pe 8-5a Director of Air Intelligence Directive, | ?-> 2 a 
aFo1c~c6-2 Sept 8, 1950 8 Septenber 1950 - 


ah cating ce = 
on SUBNET _ Reporting of Information on a Unconventional Airoraft Saree: 


Cc. a _ 


ue 


I) shee here 1. the United States Air Force has a  ecstiatne Jecasvinenk 
“ “for the reporting and technical analysis of observations of uncon ~ 
ventional aircraft which might indicate an advance in technological * 
progress of a foreign power. An unconventional aircraft, within . 
- - the meaning of this directive, is defined ae any aircraft or air 

“-~-  Dorne object which by performance, aerodynamic characteristics, or 
“ae ¢ - unusual features, does not conform to any presently known airerath cs 
ee: type. tle ove me ees a a ee aS 


so IZe It 4s baer that Lefordtion on “unconventional alroraft 
be repented: ia the fot lousng manners = 


a. ik <ovarate report of each | incident vill ve dovvarted 
>. No information other than that bearing on the unconventional air. 
craft will ve included fa this report. 5y Se ee irs 


bv. Priority of transmission accorded the fecoek will ve 
that appropriate in the judgment of the forwarding agency, accord- ~ 
ing to ats S Apparent Satna saGhsy and importance as intelligence. « 


eS Cc. Reports ‘will be forvardea to Commanding General, Air 4 
sogaiids Sonmand, Attention: _ _MCIS. 


Severe siti mere memes an aey: 


oo re Gore) forwarded by electrical transaiesion will 
in seman as far as possible: eae . < 


@) A brief description of the cen, ite atase. 

Beers Se size, color, number, formation if more than one, 

' aerofynamic features, trail or exhaust, propul- 
sion system, speed, sound, maneuvers, manner of ~>=. 
ta and other pertinent or unusual 
features. : = 


Doc. 8-5b Director of Air Intelligence Directive, 
' Sept 8, 1950 St Thess a, hua a Shi ot de 


— ” : ae : Tate. 
BB seen TEE COMMBEMTIAL sarciz y ay | 
a ; i ly te Rohe see ee aI | © one e: 

, cs es (3) Manner of observation; visual or electronic <4 
Pe ie ad (give speed, altitude, and type of eircreft), or surface... 

; . "Any type of optical or electronic equipment weed 

Bese cape... te desertbede |e eee Canes 


(4) Location of observer during sighting, giving exact la 
tude and longitude as closely as feasible, and/or reference 
to a known landmark. Location of odject(s) with respect to”. 
obdserver, giving distance, Airection, and altitude. : 
. - & 


ccs (6) Identifying information on observer(s) and vitne Pas! 
estimate of reliability and experience, and any factor 
Dearing on estimated reliability of the sighting. 


(6) Weather rer wind conditions (teletype seqiences) at tine _ 
- and place of sightings....-- bee oe cen tees 


. aes (7) any activity or condition, ‘poteorological or otherwis 
wt oagteem alent whieh might account for the eighting. oe es 


vets * (8) Brtetence of any physical evidence; fragnents, phot 
grephs and the like, of the sighting. \--° rt 1eT" 


(9) Interception or identification action taken. (Such — 
action should be taken whenever feasidle, 
with existing air defense @ireotives.) 25°" 

e. Reports forwarded by electrical transmission will be followed 
up within ten (10) days by & written report on AF Forn 112. This report --- 
will contain the same information specified in subparagraph 24 above far coc 
greater detail, and where feasible will include sketches and signed attested 
narrative statements of obeervers....-. : Desten ieee neekioateanioenieaed 


, pac teceeaaraeigcne” x nee Geena eRe s 


3 oS f. ¥ritten reports of sightings, where bY.) previous electrically ' 
“~ ="  ¢tpanamitted report has deen gubnitted, will follow the sane form as the .. 
Be ces written follow-up report described in subparagraph Ze above. ree 


a ee 


Ja%. 7g, any physical evidence of the sighting will be forwarded by... 
most expeditious means to Commanding General, Air Katerie] Command, Attna 
si 7 WOIS, under cover of a letter identifying the ehipment with the report of | 
sighting. Mention of the method and tine of shipping of thie evidence Ree 
Sip oes Xug? , 


Wow +--+ WALL Be included in written report of the sighting. 


Src + Be Te ie desired that no publicity be given this reporting or - 
analysis activity. ©0058 eer ath st 


“"_ DirfWevel Int. —— essa 


Commandant (INT) US Coast Guard = 


Direotor of OLA a got A 


: Sosecee ap. + . 
See GS eye Twas See Oe ee vik 
: : - < ype ein agen ee 
f arasae ee ‘ oe ed eee Seek types 3 
win ag pee PNA Ca 8 oe tee yee eee Stak ener Stas 


ai nen ee CN tO Tt ae tLe ees nee mie we 2 wee 
eran teemeineneearninantntese: 


“officar, the projoct records arreer to be up-to-date. ATIC Forsoaa) | 


““ epproxicctely tes Fereent of the reported sightlugs heve been tagged 
‘as unsolved, ; 


[_ Doc. 8-6a CIA Memorandum, Dec 17, 1953 


oh, Fete = 


17 Decesber 1953 
REMORAMDUS TO: Assiatant Director, Scientirlé Intelligence’ 
FROM : Chief, Paysics end Electroales Divisioa, SI 


SUBJECT 2. Current Status of Unidentiflea Flylog OaJes 
(UFO3) Project. 


1. Isa accordance with the verbal request onf: - Ercnt,}Exec/Sr, |) 
On 39 Fovesber, the follovirg resuze of the current“status or unidentle 
fied flyins objects activities hes been prepared. ee . : 

2. P&E Division essuaed resrorsibility for the OSI project on 
unidentified flying objects es 2 result of your re2oranduz of 
27 ty 1653. The profect hes been confined to mainatoining suareness 
of the ectivities of other eceacies (notably the USAF) in the 
unidentified flying obfests business ana to maintenance of flles. 


3. Status of Nepartcanc or Defense Activities... 


a. Aly Force. he Air Force-continues to maistaln, dut vith 
y decrecsing expteasis, its interest in UFOB'’s. The present 
of the Directorate of Intelligence, Hq., USAT, Ls conf!ned to 
; COgaizonce of ATIC's project (Bluetcok No. 10073). At ATIC 
t is cerriea by one officer (Cept. Churles A. Eardin), ose 
1C Max G. Futch), anda secretury operating es tie Aerio) 


“a 


Of this lirite3 starf,as vell es severvl cbouges of projec: 


no loner conduct field investicetioas of UFOB Sightings (these ore. 
requestcs froa USAF intelliscace officers D prinarily Air Belense 
Cossnie tnd Airways end Air Corsmunicatioas Service) nearer to the 
siehtings), tut confine their. activities to receiving and checking 
resorts es received, requesting additional ficld investigation when 
necess27y, yerferzing necessary checking ocalnst meteorolosical, 
estroacsicel, eircraft ond ballooa data, end recorélig their Tindinga 
ena conclusions ina cross-referenced syste by ante, lozation, course, 
tyre of coservatica esd conclusion dram. The fericl Prhenomehe Section 
Blso G22ls directly sith the Public Information Office of tig., USAF, 
regarciar iaferzation for public release. For about the Fast year, | 4 


OF perticular interest is the fact thet ATIC is in the q 
process Of transferring project Bluehook to Uq., Alr Defense Cosmnd,. 
According to Lt. Col. Karry Johasto1, Chie?, Electronics Eranch, the | 
reason for the transfer way thet 400 kad been Golag most of thy 


Doc. 8-6b CIA Memorandum, Dec 17, 1953 , : - % 


Co ee] CPA ee 
dnvestirative wcrk of the pro} Ject on2 mir it turns’ out thet these 
things (Ur63's) erc space siitps or leag range eirereft froc another 
country, ACC is tke (Alr Fore) Conmsd that would hove to take | 
action.” Col. Jchaston followed this ccvzezt vith tke socewhet 
contrelictory staterent that the project transfer did rot reflect 
any chince in Afr Foree policy. It fs unioubtedly true that ADC 
is the Air Force Command prirerily concerned w-th Ur03’s et tke 
Present Sine ‘n that their interceptors are occszsionilly Cispatcbed 
"“eratsst” reported UFO3'n anil that their reporcing stations andl - 
cocy nicatioas systezss are involved ir a considerable portion of 
the Ur03 activity. ATIC vill raintain liaison with the project. 


7 
Apfroximately a year and one half scallion Joltiated e- 7 
yronzan to purchase camerca Sor selected ALC redar sites and AACS 
control tovers in locations «here consistent UFOS rerorts were ~ 
rece ved in tke hoses of pho-ozraphing UrCB’s. One lers of the 
cazera (a stereoscopic typ2) was to be covered with a sirple grating 
to recora the srectregraphic nature of the UrOa photograpred. One . 
henired "Videon” 35 om. esreras with "stereon” ansstigzat f 3.5 lenses 
were pirchssed olong with 100 gratings (15,000 lins) fro= Camco, - 
Chiengro. Seventy-four (Tk) caneres were distributed. Nainety percent 
of the gratinzs have “gore b24"--cthe actual grating separeting from 
the plastic mounting plates. How gretings are exrectsd shortly eod 
ATIC expects to recal® etl of tke ke Te eistributed. canerecs got re- 
eae ss) then an the rew. erotings] se ideiests oP Muara oe el 


Rivera months ego ve were advised thet ATIC prannes ta 
set up 3 contentratea instmmentation observational effort in the _ - 


we oe 


* Albuguergse area. This has now been Gropped., 1 0 


{ Project STCR 2X XSECRET) has beexpreparing,at ATIC request, 
a corrrehensive stalisy Sicol refor* on Ur03 sightings during the : 
Period 1ch7 shrowzgh 1952. This study is now exp2cted to be cozpleted 
by 1% Decerder 1953. : : Ss 


. eee a a . 


ATIC issuea stetus reports on Project Dluzbook on a tri-monthly 


basis ‘the cost recent being Report No. ae 39 Sep-exoer 1953- .° 


es Navy. -The Wavy-.in sptte of press reports to the — 
S Presently devoting only pert of one CSI saplyst’s 
sin'ng cogaizanse of UFCB's. |. <. 2 


c. Azzy. The Arvy has evidene2a little or no interest in 
Uron's other thin cosperating with tke Air Force in rerortiog sightin; 


end rert’ neat ¢2t2 using the Air Force format. © - a8 & 386 awe 
a . ar - . 
&. Investiratious or Interests of Foreipn Covernzerts. a 


—? 


eee O met aor bane ce TS Sn oe games mee + + 


‘other Toreipm countries. . : ; . . 


[ Doc. 8-6c CIA Memorandum, Dec 17, 1953 ] 


ad. Other. “Aside froma ‘tex senttercd reports, rnstly old, 


- which indicate iaterest in UrC3's by private iniividvals or grovgs, 


there is no informacion of concera or ingciries of consequence in 


. . 


Results cf O31 Ponzi Recommendations. Tre consultents who 
red this prosles in Janutry 1953 recoxmented that UFO3's be . 
2 of spect2l status and eura of rystery end thet policies on 

£ » training, ean3 public education pertinent to true 

.0ns Of hiestile Intent or action be prepered. The definite 
drop in the ovrber of "sirhtines” reported during 1953 over 1552 " 
cole be attributes to actions folloving these recossenie tlozs. Tyo 
recent tesks ("Flying Saucers From Oter Spice” by Keyhe2 art “Flying 


‘Seucers Have Landed” by Leslie end Adarickl) take full edvantage of 


“official” UFO3 rerorts releasea by the A!r Fores to dev2lon 2 central © 
theme tha t UrOS's are cxtrealerrestrinl in origin. Fortunately, the 
latter book is so soasenasical oni obviously Cravduleat that It ray 
actrili: help els coum public r2ucttea. Thesz boo:3 do, hovsever, 
dllestrecte the r'sk taken by Lhe preseat solicy. There are no other 
es yes ayypsreans res-lts of these recozmenilalions. : 


) TORd3s te ODARSIN! 1 


QO Doc. 8-7a ATIC Letter, Mar 5, 1953 @ 


- AIR TECHNICAL INTELLIGENCE CENTER 
: : WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE 
OHIO 


In reply refer to 
AFOIN ATTAE-5 9D MAR 1953 


SUBJECT: (Uncl) Utdlization of 4602nd AISS Personnel in Project 
Blue Book Field Investigations 


TO: Commanding General 
Air Defense Command 
-ATIN: Director of Intelligence 
Ent Air Force Base 
Colorado Springs, Colorado 


1, During a recent conference attended by personnel of the 4602nd 
AISS and Project Blue Book the pocsibility of utilizing 4602nd AISS field 
units to obtain additional data on reports of Unidentified Flying Objects 
was discussed, It is belicved by this Center that such a program would 
materially aid ATIC and give 4602nd AISS personne] valuable experience in 
field interrogations. It would also give them an opportunity to establish 
further liaison with other governmental agencies, such as CAA, other. 
military units, otc., in their areus. 


2. To utilize these people the. following plan is proposed: 


a, When ATIC receives a report of an Unidentified Ylying 

a Object that it deems advisable to further investigate, the Commanding 
Officer, 4602nd AISS, will bo notified by wire or phone. He will be 
given the details of the report and suggestions for follow-up question- 
ing that Project blue Book personnel may believe pertinent. Ile will 
then assign one of his units to the investigation, 


b. If the investigation cannot be completed within three 
calendar days of its request by ATIC, ATIC will be notified by wire, 
This notification will briefly state the status of the investigation 
and when it is expected to be completed. This wire will come directly 
to the Commanding General, Air Technical Intelligence Center, Attn: 
ATIAE-~5, Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio, with an information 
_ copy to whomever the Commanding Officer, 4602nd AISS deems necessary, 


. c. Upon completion of the investigation, or if the reported 

* object is identified during the investigation, ATIC will be notified us 
to the pertinent facts by wire, the sane as mentioned in paragraph 2b, 
This wire will briefly state what courses of investigation were followed 
such as checking the locations of balloons and aircraft, the possibility 
of meteors being observed, possible radar contacts, etc. The wire will 
be followed by a complete written report, 


ee em ai! 


Doc. 8-7b ATIC Letter, Mar 5, 1953 aa) 


ATIC ATIAE-5 Subject: (Uncl) Utdlization of )602nd AISS Personnel in 
Project Blue Book Field Investigations ; 


3. Project Blue Book is acquainted with the physical location of 
all 1602nd AISS units and will use discretion in requesting investiga- 
tions where long distance travel is required, 


4. If this proposed plan is concurred with, Project Blue Book 
wll provide 602nd AISS personnel with guidance material for investi- 
gations reports of Unidentified Flying Objects. 


. 5. Concurrence and/or coments on the play proposed in paragraph 2 
are requested, 


FOR THE COMMANDING GENERAL 


/S/ Robert C. Brown 
~ ROBERT C. BROWN ( 
Major, USAF ‘ . 
~ Air Adj. Gen. 


_ 


A. soot 319.1 (5 Mar 53) let Ind Soenket 


HQ AIR DEFENSE COMMAND, int AFB, Colorado Springs, Colorado 


TO: Commanding General, Air Iechnical Intelliyence Cen ter, Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Buse, Dayton, Ohio 


This headquarters concurs with plan as proposed in paragraph 2 
of basic letter, 


FOR THE COMMANDING GENERAL: 


JOSHEM Wo adore te 
Lace Gis Bre 
Ase A} Gen, 


05 -12- 


Doc. 8-8 Div. Of Responsibility ATIC-ADC, Dec 
ues 1953 a 


DIVISION OF RESPONSIBILITY ATIC-ADC 

‘AGREEMENT 2 

An agresment wos concluded in December 1953 between the Air Technical Intelli- 
gence Centar and Air Defense Command whereby, in the future, the 46024 Air Intelli- 
gence Service Squadron will process ond make on-the-spot investigetions on all 
initial UFO reports originating in the ZI. The 46024 AISS is a definite intelligence 
utivity which is widespread in the field. In some cases, ATIC will join ADC in 
field investigations. 
UNKNOWNS ¢ 

At the conclusion of investigations by 4602d AISS, Air Defense Command will 
furnish information to ATIC on all closed (identified) cases and will forward all 
material and reports of investigations on the cases which remain as unknowns . 
FINAL ANALYSIS : 

The ATIC retains the responsibility for final enalysis of these unknowns 
wiginating in the ZI, together with all cases from overseas. 
AIR FORCE REGULATION 200-2 (NEW): 

This program will be formally initiated with the publication of a new AVR 200-2 


vhich is forthcoming. 


: Doc. 8-9 4602d AISS Training Program (UFO 
7) Investigation), date unknown eo) 
TRAINING PROGRAM 
(UFO INVESTIGATION) 
(20 Hours) 
1. Introduction 8S Hours 
aXe Background and History of the UFO Program ny 
b. Philosopy 1 
c. Public Relations i 
2. Investigation ©» Hours 
“a. Procedures 
b. Techniques _ 
oy Interrogation : Hours 
a. Philosophy 
b. Procedure 
ec. Techniques 
d. Psycholory 
4, Equipment “S tlouhs 
a. Gvipor Counter 2 
(1) Purpose 
(2 Method of Opuration 
(3) Operation 
be. Camera ‘ J 
(1) Purpose 
(2) Operation 
c. Compass 46 Mainutles 
(1) Purpose : 
(2) Operation 
d. Binoculars - Po Minutes 
(1) Purpose 
(2) Operation 
e. Mise. Equipment 1 Hour 
5S. Geonoral Information © Hours 
a. Astronomy 
b. Balloons 
Gc. Satellites 
Etc. 
6. Reporting 2 Hours - 
7. Summary lL Hour 
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HISTORY OF 
AIR TECHNICAL INTELLIGENCE CENTER 


| JULY 1954 - 31 DECEMBER 1954 


AIR TECHNICAL. INTELLIGENCE CENTER» 


WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR {FORCE BASE 
_<; OHIO -- . 


LRCERPT’ ae 
peccacs/er EB: AY 
AKHPA/TC R Ain « 


Doc. 8-10b History of Air Intelligence Center, Jul 
1, 1954-Dec 31, 1954 


14 
(Uncl) "Blue Fly": 


This project remained in a "stand-by" status during this reporting 
period and was not activated. (Uncl) 

A problem arose as to the priority classification assigned to "Blue 
Fly" project by the 16th Air Force. The liaison officer, Major Harold 
M. Bergeson, and the ATIC Project Monitor met and resolved this and other 


problems of minor importance. As a further result of this conference, 


pe eee 
13. Project 4001, Collection of ATI Information - Specific Requests: 


1k. Project 40020, Collection of ATI Information - Foreign Equipment 
and Materiel - 


Doc. 8-10c History of Air Intelligence Center, Jul] *~" : + 1° sera ap SS 
1, 1954-Dec 31, 1954 | 4 
ae " 


Hq 62d Troop Carrier Wing (Heavy) put into effect an operations plan 
which provides for complete support of "Blue Fly" within twelve hours 
after receipt of an alert notice by that headquarters. wine 

In order to insure constant availability of qualified personnel for 
"Blue Fly," four ATIC officers were assigned duty as assistant projJject 


monitors. This assignment takes priority over other Operations Section 


projects when "Blue Fly" is alerted for travel. qe 


ATLAN5 /CAu/wm/69216 XIWG [Ee 
sar ae COPY 
Doc. 8-11a UFO Reporting Guide, Jan 14, sg LE * 
e Fl refaontes BRANCH 
Ouice of ltccord 
EUBJECT: (U) Unidentified Flying Object Guide 7 
£4 JAN 1955 
TO: Comusnder 
héo2a Alss (ADC) 


Ent Air Foros Base 
Colorado Springs, Colarado 


1. Attached for your convwnience is the "“UFOB Guide” 
(Untasntizied Flying Object Guide) which was as ® result 
of tho conference held on 17 and 18 November 1954 between the commander 
and staff of the 460ca AISs end perscanel of ATIC. 


2. The "UWOS Guide” io divided into two parts. Part I contains 
the criteria for we in dsturmining the feasibility of making follow- 
up inveatigations. Purt IZ contains hypotheses or examples for use 
in identifying ths objects or phencuens reported’, ' 


3. It 1s uugyeated that, after a reasonable period of we, a 
purt IT be adficd to the "Ui'03 Guido” incorporating the definitions 
end procadiues es egrsd upon in ths conference and as outlined in 
your letter subject “Neport of Visit of ATIC Representatives” dated 
23 Woveuber 1954. Thie could than be peinted or mimeographsd and 
would serve both the 46024 AlsS and the ATIC as standard operating 
procedure. 


FOR THE COMMANDER 


Incl iMAKY 1. STORM 
WOR Guide Ist Lt. USAF 
Assistant Adjutant. 
CCORDINATION: 


avinn-5 ge Hub! DATE 1/12/55 


Capt C.A. Hygrdin 


ATIAE DALY ) Wa 


LU Co}, H.C. Johnston 
AT 4 _ DATE L2 Ten 
Coy - 
[occ 8-11b UFO Reporting Guide, Jan 14, 1955 


UFOB GUivs 


This guide te designed for use in determining the feasibility 
of follow-up investigation of Unidentified Flying Object reports 


and in identifying the objects ev phenomena concerned. 


AIR TiCENICAL INTELLIGENCE CENTER 


LTrAyn wWaermrnwcrAyw ATO Bovey DAcw AuUuTaA 
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y Doc. 8-11¢ UFO Reporting Guide, Jan 14, 1955 


PART I 


FOLLOW-UP INVESTIGATIONS 


GEMERAT, ; 

An UFOB report is worthy of follow-up investigation when it con- 
tains information to suggest that a positive identification with a well 
Known phenomenon may be made or ‘when it characterizes en unusual phenomenon. 
The report should suggest aluost immediately, largely by the coherency and 
clarity of the data, that there io something of identification value and/or 
acientific value. . 

In general » Feporte which should be given consideration ore those 
widen involve several reliable observers, together or seperately, and which 
cpncern sightings of greater duration than one quarter minute. Exception 
should bo made to this when circumstances attending the report are con- 
sidered to be extraordinary. 

Byecial attention should be given to reports which give promise of a 
"fix" on the position and to those reports involving unusuel trajectories. 
RULES OF TSUN i 

Every UFOB case should be judged individually but there are @ number _ 
of “rules of thunb," under esch of the following headings, which should 


prove helpful :4n determining the necessity for follow-up investigation. 


1. Duration of Sighting 
When the duration of a sighting is less than 15 seconds, the 


probabilities are great that it is not worthy of follow-up. As a word 


of caution, however, should a large number of individual observers concur 
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on an unusual sighting of a few seconds duration, it should not be 
Gismissed. 

When a sighting has covered just a few seconds, the incident, 
when followed-up in the past, has almost always proved to be a meteor or 
® groos mis-identification of a cammon object owing to lack of time in 
which to observe. 


2. Number of Versons Reporting the Sighting 


Short duration sightings by single individuals ere seldom worthy 
of follow-up. 

Two or three competent independent observations carry the weight 
of 10 or more sinultancous individual observations, As an example, 25 
people at one spot may observe a strange light in the sky. This, - 
however, has less woight than two relisble people observing the same 
light from different locations. In the letter case a position-fix is 
indicated. .. 

3. Distance from Location of Sighting to Nearest Field Unit 

Reports which uzet the preliminary criterion stated above should 
all be investigated if their occurrence is in the inmediate operating 
vicinity of the squadron concerned. 

For reports involving greater distances, follow-up necessity 
might be judged as being inversely proportional to the aquare of the 
Aistances concerned. ¥or example, an occurrence 150 miles away might 
ve considered to have four times the importance (other things being equal) 
than one that ie 300 miles away, 


=a 
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In establishing the necessity of follow-up investigation only 


“short term” reliability of individuals can be employed. Short term 
reliability is judged from the logic and coherency of the original report 
and by the age and occupstion of the person. Particular attention should 
be given to whether the occupation involves observation reporting or 
technical knowledge. 

5. Number of Individual Sightings Reported 

Two completely individual sightings, especially when sepurated 
by ® mile or more constitutes sufficient cause for follow-up, assuming 
previous oriterion have not been violated. 

6. The Value of Obtaining Additional Information Immediately . 

If the information cannot be obtained within seven days, the value 
of such information 1s greatly decreased. 

It As of great value to obtain additional information immediately 
if previously stated criteriu have been met. Often, if yathered quickly, 
two or three items (weather conditions, angular speed, changes in tra- 
jJectory, duration, etc.) are sufficient for immediate evaluation. 

If investigation. is undertaken after weeks or months the original 
observers cease to be of value as far as additional new information is con- 
cerned. Generally, late interrogation yields only bare repetition of 
facts originally reported plus an inability on the part of the observer 
to be objective. 


7. Existence of Physical Evidence (Photographs, Material, Hardware) 


In cases where any physical evidence exists, a follow-up should 
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be made even 1f gous of the above criteria have not been met. 
. CONCLUSTON - Part I 
It 148 understood that all above criteria must be evaluated in terms 
of “common sense.” The original report, from its wording end clarity will 
-Gluost alvays suggest to the resder whether there is any "paydirt™ in the 


report. 
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PART II 


IDEWTIFICATION CRIDERIA 


GENERAL 

When an UYO report meets, in large measure, the criteria projected 
in Part I end a follow-up iuvestigation is inotituted, then the 
interrogutor should ask what physicul object or objects might have 
served ag the original stimoalus for the report. The word "object" here 
includes optical Phenomena such as reflections fram clouds, sundogs, etc. 

Frequently one or peruaps two solutions will be inmed{ately suggested 
by the nature of the report. Tho word "solution" cannot be used here in 
the scientific sense. A solution in UFYOB work means that a hypothesis 
has been orrived ut wuich appears to have the greatest probability of 
having given rise to the given report. 

Following is a group of hypotheses or cxumples which whould prove 
helpful in arriving ot solutions. A check should be made to sce how 
many of the items are satisfied by the report and how many are missing. 
An effort should be made to obtain any misusing items as noon as possible. 


Each typical hypothesis is listed on a separate page. 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4, 


1. 
8. 


10. 
lu. 
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AIRCRAFT 


¥rom conventional to circular or elliptical. 

Pinpoint to actual. 

Silver to bright yellow (night - black or color of lights). 
Generally only angular speeds can be observed. This depends 
on distance but small objects crossing major portion of 

eky in less than a minute can be ruled out. . Aircraft will 
not cross major portion of sky in less than a minute whereas 


a mateor certainly will. 


Formation: ‘Two to twenty. Numbers greater than 20 more likely 


birds than aircraft. 
May or may not h:ve (vapor and exhaust). 


Zero to loud shrill or low depending on altitude. 


> Bteady, straight or gently curving (not erratic - may 


appear still if approaching head-on). Right angle turne 
and sudden reversals, changes in altitude ruled out. Note: 
Although report may indicate errutic course, if other items 
chack, follow-up should proceed on basis of aircraft be- 
cause of psychological tendencies of oxelied people to 


, 


exaggerate course changes. 


Time In Sight: More than 15 seconds, generally of the order of a 


minute or two. 


Lighting Conditionu: Night or Day. 


Radar: 


8hould show normal aircraft returns. 
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BALLOONS 
1. Shape: Round to cigar or pinpoint. 


2. Bive: Balloons up to a hundred feet will generally appear from 
pinpoint to size of a pea held at armlength. 

3. Color: Silver, white or many tints. It may possibly appear dark 
as when projected agsinst the clouds. 

4. Speed: Large scale erratic speed ruled out. In general hovering 
to slow apparent speed. 

5. Pormation: Single to cluster. 

6. Trail: None. 

Te Sounds None. 

8. Course: Btreight with a generel gradual ascent, unless felling. 

9. Time In bight: Generally long. Note: Balloon may suddenly burst 
and disappear. 

10. Lighting Conditions: Night or day but especially at sunset. 


ll. Rader: No return except when carrying sonde equipment. 


% 
8. 


if [px 8-11] UFO Reporting Guide, Jan 14, 985] ; 


MXTEOR 


—_— 


Shape: Round to elongated. 

Size: Pinpoint to size of moon. 

Color: Fleming yellow with red, green or blue possible. 

Bpeed: Crosses large portion of aky in few seconds except if 
coming head-on. 

Yormation: Generally isn ~ can break into shower at end of 
trajectory. Occasionelly (bux rere) small groups. 

frejl; At night almost always a luminous train which can persist 

- as long ag a half hour (rarely). Deytime meteors are much 

less frequently observed. In daytine, leaves a whitish to 
dork snoke trail. 

found: None, although occasionally reported (believed psychological). 

Course: Generally streaking downvard, but not necessarily sharply 
downward. Can on rare Occasion give impression of slight 
rise. 

Time Mm Bight: Longest reported about 30 seconds, generally less 
than 10. 

Lighting Conditiona: Day or Night. Mostly night. 

Radar: Return from meteor itself ie highly ingrobable, however, the 
train left by a meteor, is a good radar reflector. 

Qther: An exceptionaily bright meteor is called a fireball. These 
are rare but extremely spectacular and on occasion have been 
known to light surroundings to the brightness of daylight. 


fy 
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The planets, Venus, Mars, Jupiter, and taturn ere generally brighter 

‘ie any star, but they twinkle very much less (unleco very close to horizon). 

Stars twinkle a great deal and when near the horizon can give impression 

of flashing light in many colors. 

1. Shape: Pinpoint - ctarlike. 

2. ize: Never appreciable. 

3-. Color: Yellow with rainbow variations. 

4, Speed: Stars epparent speeds carry them fram east to west in the 
course of the night out they ure of'ten reported as erratic. 
the elfect Ls psychological, most people veing unable to 
condider uw puodit og being etatlonary. Occaslonally tur- 
bulence in the upper atmosphere can ceuze u star to appear 
to jump (rare) but wowevow twinkling gives the impression of 
movement to many people. Note: Just because the report goys 
the light wovea doew not rule out the pouslbility of it being 
a star unless motion is from one part of sky to another in - 
relatively short tiue. 

5. Formution: ‘here ure no clusters of very bright stars but faint 
stars are grouped in their ramiliear constellations. 

Note: A veport of 4 or 5 bright clustering lights would 


rule out stars. 


6. Trail: None. Doc. 8-111 UFO Reporting Guide, Jan 14, 1955 


8. Qourse: Always describe 24 hour circle “round pole of sky from 


east to vest. 

9. Time In Sight: When clear, stura are always vieible. Most stars 
rise or- set during the courne of the night. Sters low in 
western sky cet within an hour or two. Stars in east, always 
go higher in sky. 


10, Lighting Condition: Night - Twilight. 


bh ee RroAdAnre Waren 
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OPTICAL PHENOMENA 


GENERAL 


This can cover « multitude of things. Original scanning of the 
report should be made to attempt to determine whether it more likely 


describes a material object or an optical phenomenon. 


Optical phenomena which have been reported as UFOBs run from 
reflections on clouds and layers of ice crystals (sundogs) to the many 
types of mirages. No one set of optical phenomena can be set down as 
representation for the whole class. 

There is no limit to the speed of optical phenomena. Reflections 
con travel from incredible specd, as in the cose of a search-beacon on 
high clouds, to stationary. 

These cases if well reported will almost always warrant follow-up. 
Their variety and connection with upper atmospheric conditions mike these 
obgervuations especially valuable scientifically. 

1. Shape: Generally round but can be elliptical or linear. 
2. Size: Starlike to large luminous glow. 


3. Color: Generally yellow. 


4, Speed: Stationary to fantastic. 
5. Formation: Any. 

6. Trail: None. 

7. Sound: None. 


8. Course: Any. 


9. Time In Sight: Any. 


il 
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10. Lighting Conditions: Day and night. 


Ll. Radar: Wo return. In special cases radar response will 
occasionally have to do with unusual clouds, and meteorological 
phenomena such as described in Minnaert's book "Light and 
and Color in the Open Air.” 

12, Other: One of the standard types is the "sundog." In this a large 
luminous halo is seen around the sun with one to four 
images of the sun placed along the hale circle at intervals 
of 90 degrees. Another report often has to do with a bright 
planet or even the moon shining through a light overcast. 
Mirages reflections ere said to occur frequently when 
temperature inversions exists in the atmosphere. If an 
optical phenomena is suspected, routine check of the 
metsorologicel records should be made to establish whether 


such inversions existed. 


12 
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DRAFT eas is . 2 re me — B DRAFT 
( af \ a” \- gy § Ge Doc. 8-12a Headquarters, 46024 AISS Gud} 
Qn yr" \ yo a ee a UFO Identification. date unknown 
A Sy ue rn‘ ye a 
ie ge pes HEADQUARTERS 4602D AISS 
AV yr 4," Ent Air Force Base 
(O”" ¢ ure Colorado Springs, C,)lorado 
(oh SS ha evan GUIDE TO / IDENTIFICATION 
. Unidentified Flying Objects 
Paragraph 
Purpose - - --------+--+--+-- ai 
Definitions - -----------+-- 2 
Objective ------+---+-+--+--- 3 
Guidance- - ------+---++-+---- y 
Identification Criteria ------- - Inclosure 


1. PURPOSE: This publication is designed for the use of 
Ground Observer Corps personnel jand is published/to familiarize’. : ’ 
observers with common phenomena which are sometimes misinterpreted as 
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOB's). 

2. DEFINITIONS: 

a. Unidentified Flying Object (UFOB)-- Relates to any 
airborne object which by performance, serodynamic characteristics, or 
unusual features does not conform to any presently known aircraft or 
missile type, or which cannot be positively identified as a familiar 
object. : 

“ 

b. Familiar ObJjects-- Include balloons, astronomical bodies, 
birds, etc. 

3. OBJECTIVE: Due to the prolonged observation of the sky during 
both daylight and night time hours, familiar objects such as meteors, 
aircraft, balloons, astronomical bodies, searchlights, birds, etc., will 
ve frequently observed by GOC personnel. Due to atmospheric conditions 


(temperature inversions, dust, clouds, etc.,), reflections, sound (or 


UFO Identification. date unknown 
lack of sound), speed, position, etc., common phenomena may sometimes be 
misinterpreted as UFOB's. It is highly desirable that all UFO phenomena 
be identified or explained. In this respect, the observer requires some 
“rule-of-thumb” 0 assist him in this identification. 

. The object of this publication is to familiarize the Ground 
Observer with the appearance(s) of common objects under one or more of 
the circumstances listed meaer* 

4. GUIDANCE: Attached is a list of common phenomena to which 
Ground Observers my be exposed during their tours of duty. _ it ios - 
recommended that you become thoroughly familiar with these criteria, as 
they may enable you to identify objects with a greater degree of accuracy. 

een UFO Identification. date unknown 
1. Shape: Round, cigar, pinpoint, or bowling pin, ; 
2. Size: Balloons up to a hundred feet will generally appear from 
pinpoint to size of a pea held at armlength. 
3. Color: Silver, white or many tints. It may possibly appear dark 
as when projected against the clouds. Sometimes transparent. 
4, Speed: Large scale erratic speed ruled out. In general hovering . 


to slow apparent speed, 


. Formation: Single to cluster. 


. Trail: None. 


5) 

6 

ts Sound: None 

8. Course: Straight with a general gradual ascent, unless falling. 

9. Time in Sight: Generally long. Note: Walloon may suddenly burst 
and disappear. 


10. Lighting Conditions: Night or day but especially at sunset or 


sunrise. 

WIN TEETH PArvoens Mave ¥AqT! Tee SiCEX AMY 
PtRgraeraws Se Tce TRE VALE Te wel Aa) DAD , 
Tne ARTA AND Rete ob. Pan 1 Beaty DCT 
To ve pea: MQuGnree see ITH ov! Laveen Paaet, AND 
Commitee 6 Ge metacch the Thee DiRvcferes Aabty ee a? 
er ete Oe OCOD, Tellers, fare PHOGAB Vs» i fran es 
wees. ig eT Sk YN er ee ee we. LRVOAGas oe pre the 


10. 


oa 


Speed: 
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AIRCRAFT 


From conventional to circular or elliptical. 

Pinpoint to actual. 

Swan to bright yellow (night - black or color of lights). 
Jet exhaust yellow to red. Under certain conditions 
aircraft too far distant to be visible to the naked eye, 
will reflect sunlight from wings or fuselage. 


Generally only angular speeds can be observed. This depends 


. on distance but small objects crossing major portion of sky 


Formation: Two to twenty. Numbers greater than 20 more likely 


Trails: 


Sound: 


Course: 


Time in Sight: More than 15 seconds, @enerally of the order of a 


in leas than a minute can be ruled out. Aircraft. will not 
cross major portion of sky in less than a minute whereas 

a meteor certainly will. eek 
birds than aircraft. 

May or may not have (vapor and exhaust). 

Zero to loud shrill or low depending a altitude and 

winds aloft. Under certain conditions, aircraft may be 
observed at high altitudes, without making any sound. 
Steady, straight or gently curving (not erratic - may 
appear still if approaching head-on). Right angle turns 
and sudden reversals, abrupt changes in altitude ruled out. 


‘, 
minute or two. - 


- 


Lighting Conditions: Night or Day. 


6. 


Te 
8. 


9. 


10. 
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METEOR 


Shapes Round to elongated. 
Sizes Pinpoint to size of moon. 7 
Color: Flaming yellow with red, green or blue possible. 
Speed: Crosses large portion of sky in few seconds except if 
coming head-on. . 
Formation: (Generally single - oan break into ohower at end of 
trajcotory. Occasionally (but rare) small groups. 
Trails At night almost always a luminous train which can persist 
ap long as a half hour (raroly). Daytime meteors are 
much less frequently observed. In daytime, leaves a a 
whitish to dark smoke trail. 
Sounds None 
Courset Generally strealing downward, but not necessarily sharply 
downward. Can on rare occasion give impression of slight 
rine. 
Timo In Sights Longest reported about 30 seconds, generally lees 
than 10. 
Lighting Conditionar: Day or Night. Mostly night. 
Others An exceptionally bright meteor is called a fireball. These 


are rare but extremely spectacular and on occasion have been 


i] 
Imown to light surroundings to the brightness of daylight. 
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STARS OR PLANETS 


ORTERAL 


The planets, Vonus, Mars, Jupiter, and Saturn are generally brighter 


than any atar, but they twinkle very much less (unless very close to 


horizon). Stars twinkle a groat deal and when near the horizon can give 


impression of flashing light in many colors. 


le 
2. 
3. 
he 


6. 
Te 
8. 


9 
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Bhapes Pinpoint - starlike. 

Size: Never appreciable. 

Color: YoV.ow with rainbow variations. 

Speeds Stars apparent speedo carry than from east to west in the 
course of the night but they are often reported as erratic. 
The effect is psychological, most people being unable to 
considor a point as being stationary. Occasionally tur- 
bulonce in the upper atmosphere can cause a star to appear 
to juw (rare) but somehow twinkling gives the impression of 
novenent to many people. 

Yormationt ‘There are no clusters of very bright stars but faint 
stars are grouped in their familiar constellations. 
Notes A report of h or 5 bright" clustering Lighta would 
rule out stars. 


Trails None. Doo. 6-129 Headquarters, 4602d AISS Guide to 
UFO Identification. date unknown 
Sounds None. 


Course: Always describe 2h hour circle around pole or sky from east 
to weste 

Tine In Sights When clear, stars are always visible. Most stars rise 
or set during the course of the night. Stars low in western 


sky sot within an hour or two. Stars in east, always 
go higher in aky. 
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SEARCHLIGHTS . 
Shaper Round to elliptical. a 


Size: Poa at arus length to large luminous glow, dependent 
upon cloud height. 

Color: White fluorescent. 

Bpeed: Stationary to fantastic. 

Vorvjaticnt Usually only one but occasionally two or three. 

Trafle None . , 


Sounds None 


Courses Os.roling, straight, stationary or erratic. Noter 
Scattered clouds can give impression of object 
disappearing and reappearing in a different portion 


of the sky in a few seconds. 


Tine in Sights Generally long. 
Lighting Conditions: Night 


UFO Identification. date unknown ; 
. OPTICAL PHENGMENA =~ 
GENERAL _~ 

This can cover a miltitude of things. 

Optical phenomena which. have been reported as UFOBs run from 
reflections on olouds and layers of ice crystals (sundogs) to the many 
types of mirages. No one set of optical phenomena can be set down as 
representation for the whole class. 

There is no limit to the speed of optical phenomena. Reflections = 
Can travel from incredible apeed, as in tho case of a search-beacon on 
high clouds to atatdonary, 

1. Shapot Generally round but can be ellintical or linear. 
2. Sizes Starlike to large luminous glow. 


3- Colors Generally yellow 


4. Speedt Stationary to fantastic. 
5. Formations Any, 


9. Time In Sights Any. 
10.. Lighting Conditions: Day and night, 


uu. Others One of the standard types is the “sundog", In this a large 
luminous halo is seen around the sun with one te four 
images f the sun placed along the halo circle at intervals 
of 90 degrees. Another report often has to do with a bright 
Planet or even the moon shining through a light overcast, 
Mirages reflections ‘66 Bald to oocur frequently when 
temperature inversions exists in the atmosphere. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR MAJOR GENERAL CHARLES B, DOUGHER, ATIC 


SUBJECT: UFO Program 


l. Your letter of 22 June, subject as above, has been reviewed with 
interest. The problems involved in the reporting and investigating as- 
pects of the ATIC UFO program are fully appreciated and it appears that 
steps of the type discussed in paragraph 2 of your letter will do much 
toward improving the reporting procedure, Utilization of the 1006th 
AISS, which you suggest as a means for improving the investigative 
‘function, however, presents some problems. 


2. "Geographical deployment" is indicated in your letter as a 
primary reason for having the 1006th AISS perform the investigative 
function. Actually, the unit's present geographical deployment is con- 
siderably less extensive than it was, when, as the 4602d AISS (ADC), it 
had 19 field units available for UFO investigations. The total number 
of the 1006th ALSS field units, now 10, is being reduced to 6, and whereas 
cach of the 4602d AISS units way manned by 7 to lO personnel, the 1006th 
AISS field detachments will have only one officer and two airmen each, 
Another important factor to be considered is that the smaller and fewer 
1006th AISS field units perform extensive active peacetime functions in 
support of the AFCIN domestic collection program and the Air Intelli- 
gence reserve programs as opposed to the former 4602d AISS function 
of training for a wartime mission. The workload on the 1006th AISS field 
units is such that, if the scope of the squadron's present UFO investi- 
gative responsibilities were expanded to the extent suggested in your 
letter, the investigations would probably have to\be accomplished by 
personnel from the headquarters at Fort Daa eens , 


3. In view of the sharply reduced personnel resources of the 1006th 
AISS and a limited advantage afforded by geographical deployment of a 
small number of field units performing full time intelligence functions, 
it is not considered advisable to increase the UFO investigative respone 
sibilities currently assigned to the l006th AISS by Air Force Regulation 
200-2. It is suggested that measures of the type outlined in paragraph 2 


of your letter, coupled with continued use of ATIC's existing authority 

to call upon.the 1006th AISS for follow up or detailed UFO investigations 
might prove the most effective alternative to full time use of the 1006th 
AISS for UFO investigations. 
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responsible for training of aircrews and key personel in current 
intelligence; the Target Support Section, responsible for main- 
taining materials for the targets function; the Air Targets Branch, 
=a responsible for mission briefings, supervision of target study, 
preparation, maintenance and issue of target folders; and the 
‘Administration Section, responsible for routine paperwork in support 
of the Intelligence Division. : 

Operational Intelligence 

In intelligence, the pay-off comes yhen raw information has been 
collected, evaluated, interpretated, and disseninated as finished 
intelligence, reaching the right people et the right tine. We realized 
this pay-off on several. occasions during the period of this report. 

The "Dowhnut Cloud" 

On 28 June 1940, we were alerted to loo: for signs of a Soviet 
missile shot to the mid-Pacific. The Navy es surveilling Soviet 
telemetry vessels which had moved into the usual Soviet test range in 
the Pacific; a test shot was expected to follow quickly. 

Captain George L. Griffith, 40565506, vas appointed project officer 
for Project "iioon Dust," a USAF-wide intelligence alert intended to sight 
and report Soviet missiles in flight or downed. 

Upon his appointinent, Captain Griffith contacted all possible 
sources at his disposal. This included the 43th District Office of 
spouted: Investigations, the Air Defense Control Center (ADCC), the tactical 
flying units, the Air Police, and all other organizations which were in 
a position to observe the night sky in their normal duties, These 


organizations were instructed to notify Captain Griffith the instant a 


- sting nt eens. JECLASSIFIED 
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The pay-off came at 0130 hours, 5 July 1960, when a phone call 
from the Division eneitene Center (DCC) alerted him that a sighting 


had been made, At the DOC ‘he met S/Sgt Thomas J, Sweeny of the Air 


Police. Sgt Sweeny suwmarized an account of the sighting ten air 
policemen and four Japanese civilian guards had made that night, 

These fourteen men, at their different duty posts, had almost 
simultaneously witnessed a whitish luwuinous cloud, about 35 feet in 
dianeter, slowly cross the airfield ina general northwest to south- 
east path under a scattered cloud layer at 36,000 feet. After five 
minutes the cloud seemed to spread open in the middle and a bright, 
reddish-orange glow, the size of a basketball, appeared, The "ball 
of fire" had streaks of flane darting out from its sides. The reddish 
center faded within a minute and the cloud assumed a doughnut shape 
vith a dark center, and the cloud remained in this shape for about 
four minutes before it disappeared due east. ** 

Captain Griffith arranged to interrogate the witnesses later in 
the day. He interrogated six air policemen and one civilian guard to 
confirm the original report, then he reported his findings in accordance 
with "Moon Dust" directives, ‘The whole operation was nicknamed "The 
Case of the Flying Doughnut," 3. 

A TX fran Fifth Air Force to Pacific Air Forces headquarters 
on 6 July 1960 made it all sven worthwhile.” ‘the object sighted was 
evaluated as a pienomenon wisich accompanied one of two Soviet missile 
shots from the Tura Tam test area to the mid-Pacific test range, six 
thousand miles avay. Our sighting was backed up by a civilian airline 
pilot who had made an almost sinultaneous sighting of the doughnut 


Sag, DECLASSIFIED 


cloud, 
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The "Suspended Star piiay SSiFIED 


Cn 19 July 1960, w ive minutes of each other, a heli- 


copter pilot 400 feet aa Bie air east of Hachinohe, and an NCO in 
. a taxi heading toward the 692lst Radio Group liobile area, both 
sighted an unidentified flying object. 

According to the tielicopter pilot, he saw what appeared to 
have been a star of great ncgnitude. It was white, with a blue 
tinge, and had a tail of whitish color. The "star" appeared to 
remain stationary during the five or six seconds he had glanced at 
it. 

According to the NCQ who had been in the taxi, the object fell 
slowly in a straight drop to tne western horizon. He did not notice 
a tail, but otherwise his sigiting closely coincided with that of the 
helicopter pilot. There is a good chance that the five minute time 
difference of the sightings was due to humen error. 

Intelligence had been alerted by USAF of the impending re-entry 
of the booster of the Soviet sattelite Sputnik IV during this immediate 
tine period.” Captain Griffith had riade arrangements for relaying any 
signtings to him from wherever thcy were made, 

Captain Griffith was notified by the DOC and he was soon in touch 
with the NCO. They met in the intellipence office and Captain Griffith 
interrogated him, relayed the information to Fifth Air Force! “and 
contacted other likely sources. ‘hen he interrogated the helicopter 
pilot and submitted a TX report of the sightings / The report followed 
the format of USAF Special Request for Information A-2506 (Project Moon 


Dust), which was designed to facilitate reporting of re-entry or in-orbit 


carth sattelites. DECLASSIFIED 


Py Sean 
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fAthough no final word has been received, we assume that the 


sightings were of the atmospheric re-entry of the Sputnik IV booster 
& 


rocket. 

Project iod Dust was suspended on 4 August 1960. 
The "Wavering Lisht" 

Cn 18 Ausust 1966, Captain Griffith called on an airman and 
three dependent wives in "2" Battery. They had reported an unidentified 
flying object to the Air Police, and Captain Griffith checked the 
sighting out. The "UPC" tusned out to be the United States earth 
sattelite Echo I. cho I was an earth orbiting balloon which was 
reflecting the sun's rays while at an altitude of over a thousand 
miles, circling the earth every 121 minutes. 

To avoid further cails on the sattelite, and to reduce the 
chance of panic among those Seeing it, Captain Griffith arranged for 


+ Vetwork: to announce the times that the sattelite could 


The "Geyser" 
4 ; Ped 
On 30 Soptesiver 1960, a THX report was sent to Pacific Air Forces 


on a sichtins of an wiidentified object that entered the water off the 


coast of Nokkaido, near the villaze of Otaru. The report originated 


with the Japanese Ground Sclf Defense Force (GSDP) headcuarters on 
Hoticaido, and was relayed to us by the Japanese Air Self Defense Force 
{JASDF) headeuarters laisswa Air Das i i 

(das. Neadcuarters on iicawa fir Dase. According to the report, a 
fiery object fell from the sky and into the sea, maicing a fountain of 
water which was described as looking like a "geyser" Technical Intell- 


igence personnel from Tokyo took over the case, but were not able to 


locate or reclaim the object, u DECLASSIFIED 
L % tb 
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24-0 16 August 1962 


__ Unidentified Flying Objects, Reference AFR 200-2, 22 Jul 62; 


Moon Dust", Reference Hq USAF Mag 54322, 23 Dee 57 


Colonel William W. Jones . 
Commander : 

5010th Air Base Wing 

APO 937, Seattle, Washington 


1. Reference is made to our telephone conversation, 2100 hours, 
15 August 1962, 


2. On 14 August 1062, 
from Mr. 
i nS Liseeesaaia telephoned he had 
ve een 3230 and 2300 on 10 August 
which he thought mizht be the booster toa Russian Satellite. 


™, $s ys ies, 4 of 
Ponty a Fa ia vrai 


banks, Alaska. } Phe was an engineer for the City 
of Fairbanks, but 3 towards his engineering degree 
from the University of Alaska, He advised that in 1355 he worked 


3. Cn 15 August I interviewed Bi aa, 


bisth.~ 7 December&, 


woes 


us jaid when he first sighted the round object it was the 
size of a penny held in the hand at about arm's length and when 
last sighted, it was the size of a silver dollar, The object was 
white with a red and blue exhaust. The exhaust was similar to 

a 4th of July skyrocket when first sighted. Next, he saw 3 or 4 
white and bloe streaked objects, one-fourth the size of the main 
object, which appeared to drop from the main object and cuickly 
Surn out. iVhen last seen, the main oofect }yas allcwhite. Se 
said the complete incident took place in fourKgs conds, It was a 
contiguous sighting and he heard ao sound. The object drew his 
attention becauze it was extremely bright and appeared very close, 


\ 
\ 
\ 


\ 
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it seemed to be dropping from the sky and heading toward him 
when it disappeared. Sighting from arm's length, the distance 
traveled was six to ten inches. 


5. He saw the object sometime between 0830-0900 Zulu time, 
11 August (2230 - 2390 local time, 10 August) and it wag between 


located at 148:31 EB, 64:02 N or 50 miles southwest of Fairbanks 
when he made his ground visual sighting. When first sighted, ~ 
the object was at a 30 degree angle above the horizon, azimuth 
255 degrees and was last sighted 29 degrees 50 minutaés, azimuth 
255 degrees. 


6. He roughly estimated the object may have been 500 or 1000 
miles away, however, he could determine the distance by taking 
a sextant to the location since he knows exactly where he was 
when he saw the object. 


as 


saw 


af time on the same ni gag@agiiivrsaw 


8. Brooks drew the attached drawings. 


Gil 
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8. REPORT NUMBER: 


5 804 0048 65 

“(U) Unidentified Flying Objects 9. OATE OF REPORT: 16 Jy 1965 by 

. Sighted in Antarctica Ms 

ve a : * 10. NO. OF PAGES; Three 

1 4G, hum: 11. REFERENCES:  ATRATTACHE BAIRES MSG. CITE AF~02 
Bagh : dtd .7 July: 1965 (DTO, 0721102) (NOTAL) 


» onte of.inrormarion; 8 July 1965 12. ORIGINATOR: -U,S, Naval attaché, Bienes 


Reba ‘ : ' Aires, Argent . 
bePLAGE AND,OATE OF ACO: Baires/8 July 1965 13, pREPAneo By: » Argentina 


3t EVALUATION: SOURCE B INFORMATION 2 


pseu 14. APPROVING AUTHORITY: 
1, source: 


: OFFICIAL (Argentine Navy Hydrographic 
i SPMMARY:, : : 
sa of four messages provided by the Chief, Argentine . 
"0. Navy Hydrographic Service concerning unidentified flying objects 
De! sighted recently in Antarctica is submitted... Message originators” 
were Commander; Argentine Base at Deception Island (64 deg 59 min 
\ South 60 deg 32 min West), and Commander, Argentine Activity at - 
“i Orcadas ‘(Lauria Island, South Orimey Islands) (60'deg 45 min South 
44 deg 43 in West), The messages summrize sightings by Argentine 
personnel, and reports that British and Chilean base. personnel 
“at Deception Island have also reported unidentified flying objects. 
1, 1°. Messages are quoted verbatim and have been provided without: comment, 


“1. First Message (Note: Times stated presumably LOCAL) 


: DIO 231459 JUNE 1965 

‘ORIGINATOR: CO DECEPTION ISLAND 

CHIEF HYDROGRAPHIC SERVICE 
SIND CHIEF NAVY INTELLIVENCE SERVICE 


UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS SIGHTED SEVEN JUNE AT ONE NINE-FIVE ZERO 


6..D/STRIBUTION BY ORIGINATOR: 17. DOWNGRADING DATA: 18. ATTACHMENT DATA; 


1 (U) copies of four. 


"-YSCINCSO 

mt CONSOLANY . Migsuages, pean : 
 OINCLANTPLT “Wans\sted Gs part 
wa of vege) 

: a BAIRES 


RACESST ATTACH Crt FROM 
TTACH icy: DIAAP-1H12 
4 CFoaeayny Lanywaeey | 


for 1206 
. 1396 : (Classification and Control Martings) 


‘ 61. 4 
Aig, sue WHICH MAY BE 
Usmo UNTIL ‘ ‘ aw 
Te 3 a ah 


HOURS. , | OBJECTED SIGHTED BY GIV ILIAN METEOROLOGIST: JORGE STANICH ” 

‘ko OBBERVED DURING FIVE SECOND PERIOD. OBJECT STATIONARY, J 
COLORED A CLEAR BRILLIANT YELLUW, APPARENT DIAMETER ONE POINT FIVE 
CENTIMETERS AND SURROUNDED BY AN IERIDISCENT HALO, APPEARING UNDER. 
& THICK CLOUDY CONDITION 300 METER CEILING AT ‘WO TAREE zmRO DEOREES 
FROH TRUE NORTH AT TWO FIVE DEGREES ABOVE THE HORIZON, . SAME P 
OASERVOROR SIGHTED ON EIGHT JUNE AT ZERO TWO TWO ZERO HOURS: DURING 

4 FOUR SECOND PERIOD SIMILAR OBJECTS WITH AN APPARENT DIAMTER OF 

ONE CENTIMETER WIDE APPEARING UNDER THICK CLOUDY CEILING OF 300 
METERS AT POINT THREETHREE ZERO DEGREES FROM TRUE NORTH. AT FOUR ZERO 


1. Ss) QAMP THIS BASE. ON TWO ZERO JUNE THE CHILEAN BASE COMMANDER (AGUIRRE 
: }, CHRDA BASE) REPORTED THAT AT ONE SIX TWOZXO HOURS A-LUMINOUS OBJECT 
“'" LARGER THAN A FIRST MAGNITUDE STAR WAS OBSERVED BY HIMSELF, «JUAN 

“BARRERA; LIEUTENANT BENAVIDEZ (BOTH AF PILOTS), METEOROLOGIST CONCHA 

_ AND SEVEN OTHER PERSONS, OBJECT MANEUVERED RAPIDLY FOR TWO: FIVE 

“': MINUTES OVER DECEPTION ISLAND AREA. AMPLIFYING INFORMATION. JO 


ae BT ® 
+ 2. Second Message. f 
pre 041000 JULY. 
‘ORIGINATOR = CO: ORCADAS 
0 CHIEF HYDROGRAPHIC SERVICE 
“INFO CHILF NAVY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE : 


" UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT SIGHTED ZERO THREE ONE SEVEN 2aRo 
“THREE BY, TWO MEMBERS THIS BASE DURING ONE FIVE SECONDS.‘ 
‘“ DEXCRIPTIONs WHITE LUMINOUS COLOR, NOT BRILLIANT, ‘ROUND F ORM, 
© GLEAN OUTLINE, PARABOLIC TRAJECTORY WEST TO EAST, THREB ZERO: 
©) MMGREES ABOVE THE HORIZON TOWARDS THE SOUTH, MOVED WITH INCREASING 
“"gPEED, VISUAL CONTACT LOST DUE TO CLOUDS, os 
‘1/3. Thipd Message. 
"pm 041543 JULY. 
““QRIGINATOR CO DECEPTION ISLAND 
mo CHIEF HYDROGRAPHIC SERVICE 
INFO . OHIEF NAVY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE 
. UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS SIGHTED OVER DECEPTION ISLAND ON WO 
"JUNE OBSERVED BY METEOROLOGIST AT ENGLISH BRAVO BASE AND FOUR 
‘PERSONS. SIGHTING LASTED FOR FIFTEEN DASH TWENTY MINUTS AT ONE NENE 
: YOUR FIVE HOURS’ ON A CLEAR NIGHT WITH GE EIGHTH STRATOCUMULUS conDIs 
SCMION AND STARRY SKY, MOON IN FOURTH QUARTER, OBJCT WAS MOVING 
“RAPIDLY AND OP-A BRILLIANT COLOR, SOLID APPEARANCE AND NOISELESS, 
" PREDOMINATE COLOR RED AND GREEN BUT AT TIMES HLLOw BORDERED, 
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". DBOREES ° ABOVE THE HORIZON, BOTH OBSERVATIONS MADE FROM: METEOROLOGICAL i 


(Leave Blank) 
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a : APPEARING AS A BRILLIANT STAR MOVING IN V..RIABLE HEADINGS, 
: ‘SPEEDS, AND STOPS IN AN EASTHRLY DIRECTION AT FOUR FIVE 
| DEGREES ABOVE. THE HORIZON. ON THREE JULY AT ONE NINE TwO ZERO 
ras ', \ HOURS THE METEOROLOGIST AND EIGHT OEHER PURSNS AT THE CHILEAN 
m BASE AGUIRRE CERDA OBSERVED DURING TWO ZERO MIN (CLIAR NIGHT, 
{WO EXGHTS STRATOCUMULUS AND STARRY S KY, MOON FOURTH QUARTER) 
“AN OBJECT APPEARING AS A STATIONARY LIGHT Af TIMES AND OF SOLID 
/ APPEARANCE LIKE A CELESTIAL BODY, NOISELESS, WHITE COLOR WIH 
‘sBORDERS IKE 4 BRILLIANT STAR, MOVING EAST TO WEST GNTRAL TRAJECTORY 
‘WITH OSCILLATIONS, DISAPPALRING IN THE CLOUDS, ELEVATIOND UR Z BBO 
; . DASH FOUR FIVE DEGREES OVER THE HORIZON. ON THREE JULY aT 
ce ONE NINE FOUR TWO HOURS METEOROLOOIST AND SIX PERSONS FROH THIS 
‘page OBSERVED BY NAKED EYE, BINOCULARS, AND THEODOLITE FOR A 
. ” PERIOD OF ONE HOUR AND TWO MINUTES (CLEAR NIGHT, TWO LIGHTHS 
" STRAIUS, ONE EIGHTH CIRRUS, STARRY SKY, HOON FOURTH QUARTER) 
nM at aN. OBJECT DESCRIBED AS MORE BRILLIANT THAN A STAR OF THE FIRST 
"MAGNITUDE WHICH WAS STATIONARY AT TIMES WITH FLASHING BRILLIANCE 
(APPRARINO AND DISAPPEARING), MOVING ABOVE THE STRATUS AND BELOW 
© THE GERRUS AT TIMES, OF A SOLID APPEARANCE AND NOISELESS, ITS 
/.CERTER COLORED RED, BORDERS CHANGING FROM YELLOW TO GREEN 1) ORANGE 
TO’ BLUZ TO WHITE, AND LIKE A BRILLIANT IRRIDISCENT STAR, SMALL 
(yo) ERAJECTORY VARIATION, SIZE COMPARABLE 10 THE HEAD OF A HALF 
: ‘INCH NAIL NEAD, FINALLY DISAPPEARING IN ALTITUDE AND DISTANCE. 
FORM WAS. ROUND AND OVAL SHAPED. DIRECTION OBSERVED NORTH 
“NORTHWEST APPROXIMATELY THREE THREE FIVE DEGREES FROM TRUE NORTH 
AND THREE ZERO BEOREES ABOVE THE HORIZON, APPROXIMATELY AT 4 
_ DISTANCE OF QNE ZERO TO ONE FIVE KILOMTERS. SOME PHOTOGRAPHY 
|, “TAKEN OF THIS SIOHTING, ' 
4. Fourth Message. 
‘DT : 062100, 
ORIGINATOR CO ORCADAS 
1. CHIEF HYDROGRAPHIC SERVICE 
CHIGY NAVY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE 
“AMPLIFYING INFORMATION MY ZERO FOUR ONE ZERO ZERO ZRO. 
TWO VARIOMETERS WORKING AFFECTED BY MAGNETIC FIELD DISTURBANCE 
‘DURING THE TIMB OBJECT SIGHTED. 


* Commatt. Foregoing messages provided ALUSNA BAIRES by the Chief, 
"Argentine Navy Hydrographic Service without coament. First: informa- 
; tion on UFOs appeared in local press of 6 July with ARO SECNAY PIO 
a release. While information as provided carried no classification 
and is similar to that appearing in the press, ALUSNA BAIRES has 
Classified MMMM until this point cleared with Chief,. Hydro~ 
. graphic Service, 


ate 


IPF, 1 396c 


o 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE INFORMATION REPORT 


TE) THs document ‘ : 
| Doc. 8-17a DIA Intelligence Report, Aug 26, 
1966 | 


ine urpredeeeed Invermation, 


Mould nyt be gvelveg 


fn Gay manner te an unautherts 


Wilied solely on the beets of Whip copes. 
11 porean Ih pronioiied by tow. ‘ 


(Clessitication end Convol Markings) 


t.gounrayy NATIONALIST CHINA v.neronr wuueen: 1 818.0201 66 


dsveuiers BB essontiries Flying Objects 
: : er 


9. OATE OF REPORT: 26 August 1966. 
10. NO. OF rious: 4 


\.nereneuces:  DIRM Chapter 4 
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ROBERT G TOWER, CAPTAIN, USN 
DEFENSE ATTACHE 


. aga This report forwards a translation of a Chinese Air Forcg. special study] aprere sienr) 


of Unidentified Flying Objects over TAIWAN, The study reports and analyses ree 
80019183 


AUYATION: source B. inronwartion 2 


Hagunces Chinese Air Force 


iightingd of uniBentified flying Sah over Taiwan and the Formosa'Strait at ‘1 
\9LO"houre local time (1000 - 1110Z) 10 July 1966. Information contained in'thia > + 
itudy, such as times of sightings, physical location of observers, appearance of. the 
»bjects,and impact area of the one object that landed off the coast, ‘should prove 
valuable ta U.S. aerospace authorities in correlating re-entry. data, 


ig Hsin-chu , County 
1900/10 Jul. Over Heng-ch'un, Ping- Unidentified bluish 


f ung Coun: 1 b ‘ 
{Q00410.Jul Over Ch'eng Kung Chen, Unidentified flping 
Botte 5! 3 Ta{- C 


er io} 
905/10 Jul Over Pi-nan Heiang, Unidentified flying 


T Ci 


908/10 Mul. 10,000 Yards. East of Landed in sea in the Seen by local ? 
*,  Tung-yin Island at an shape of an arc garrison 
RIeU TION sy on ator: 17. OOWNGERAOING CATA: 6. ATTACHMENT Oatar 
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Control Tower, Kung- 


1909/10, Jul 
E ra Kuah Air Base 


910/10 Jul Over the city of I-lan 


140 


as’ 


« Dista 
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A flashing reddish color 
resembling a falling rocket 
dropping vertically and 
disappeared instantly. 
position was 90-100° in 
relation to Kung-kuan. 
edunknown »: 

The edge was red while the 


Its 


‘senter was green and white 


It was 2 meters wide and 
approximately 4-5 meters 
long resembling a flying 
saucer in a very high 
speed fleeting from I-LAN 
g LO-TUNG 


@ TUNG-YIN ISLAND (1908L) 
2622N//20308 


21° 


HSIN-CHU 
(1800L ) 


KUNG KUAN (CHING CHUNG 


4° 7 


23° 


AN) ( ahost!) 
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Seen by Sino~ 
American Tower 
Personnel 


Seen by LIU and 
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SHAN Police Stat 
don, .I~LAN brane 
Police Station 


122° 


I-LAN (1910L) 
0-TUNG 
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io 1396e 


CHUN (19090L 


CH'ENG KUNG = (19008) 


TAI-TUNG (1905L):. 
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General Situation: 


eae tt .The time of discovery was approximately several minutes after 1900 hours 
Yo July;', The time of discovery over Hsin-chu was probably misquoted, 


. “The. points of discovery spread all over Taiwan. 


a The colore of the light objects included red, blue and white. 


With the exception of Tung-yin, no altitude was indigated. 


i e..° With the exception of I-lan and Kian Kuang, no direction was indicated, 


1. BB Btsay: 


Op the basis of their time of discovery over a wide area: 


sw, '*\e (1) The unknown flying objects discovered over Taiwan spread between east 
longitude 120.1 and 121.7 (between Tung-yin and I-lan), between north latitude 
22.and 26.2 (between Heng-ch'un and Tung-yin). They covered an area 460 kilometers 
from. north to south and 160 kilometers from east to west. It is felt that there 
must: have been a greater number spread over a wide area on the nearby sea and ocean 
{hat-were-not seen. On the basis of the extent of the area over which these objects 
Were.diecavered, they could not have come from any weapon that had been fired from 
the ground. Although they fell over a wide area, their time of descent was very 
thort.:: Therefore, it 1s felt that they had descended from a common starting point 
at-a.very high altitude, They dispersed further and further apart as they descended, 
They. could be seen with the naked eye as greater incandescence resulted from 
{noreased friction as they approached closer and closer to the earth through 
heavier atmospheric density. “% : 


b. ; On.the basis of the colors of these unknown flying objects: a 


yr Bearer 41) The illuminated object must be made up of more than one. substance. . 
The ight generated as a result of heat from friction was different due to 
differences in the degree of heat resistance and conductivity, and the difference 
in the smoothness of the surfaces of the disintegrated bodies during ‘their 
degcent. 


’ (2) On the basis of the above statement, these unidentified flying objects 
Were probably bodies-fallen satellites or second and third stage rockets that had © 
éntered orbits then disintegrated in the earth's atmosphere after they had either 
encountered a malfunction or had performed their ultimate mission. - 


‘There 4re numberous unannounced American and Rugsian space satellites, -It 
ble that some of them may disintegrate in the earth's atmosphere. 


vf De,On July 9, the Kung Shang Joh Pao,’ Hong Kong, published’ the ‘following report 
gn: ttsi second page: "Washington, July 7 laFP) The United States announced today | 
that, the 29 ton satellite that went ‘into orbit on Tuesday (July 5) had broken into- 
Pieces: in space on the same day." Therefore, it seems possible that: the unidentifiel 
flying. objects discovered over Taiwan could be some of the broken pieces of the : 
above mentioned 29 ton satellite:" - . 


The first four sightings liat the observer as unknown, The last three sight-| 
inge list.officials (police, military) as observers, This is probably an indirect 
method: 'to: indicate source reliability of qualified vs unqualified rather than known 
ye" Unknown, 

tg. be 


25 MB tH0 1800 time of sighting et Kuan-hsi may possibly be an even ona how error 

wade either by the observer or by the people who prepared the study, The sightings 
Sece.S. ta : (Cleeaitication and Contro! Markings) ‘ ‘ . 

faiT into two groups; a south grouping from 1900 to 1905 and a north group from.” 

1908 to-1910. These groupings suggest a southeast to northwest path, There are 

twounaccountable discrepancies; the 1800 sighting being one hour off from the 

other six, and thé mention of a north to south flight path at the I<len sighting. 
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\ipave or isonmation: = Harch 1967 12, ORIGINATOR: QAdrA, Brazil 
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s"PLAGE AND pate or aca: March 1967 13. PREPAREO BY 
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© summary 


Report briefly describes recent sightings of flying saucers in Brazil,  |‘&ssve Senn) 


i, 0n'22,Narch 1967 the crew of @ Brazilian Air Vorce C-47 and the crew of a 
:Cnizairg do Sul photomapping aircraft reported having seen a flying: saucer in the 
vicinity of Forto Alegre, Rio Grande do Sul. The object was initially sighted by 
the BAF crew who described it as a reddish colored full moon that appeared to be 
flying 4n circles. The BAP C-47 advised Salgado Filho Tower of the sighting, and 
the tower asked the Cruzeiro do Sul aircraft to intercept and identify the object. 
‘The: Cruzeiro do Sul aircraft made contact with the object and pursued it for 15 
minutes before it finally disappeared. ‘io pictures were taken of the object.’ In 
addition to the reported sightings by the aircraft crews, tie object was also re- 
‘portedly seen by ground observers in the Porto Alegre area. 
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DSAFSO, ,Attn: .Dir of Intel, 
a Albrook AFB, C.Z. 
USCINCSO, Attn: J-2, Quarry 
’ Heigtt, Canal Zone 
a, ; 
ent reported sighting occurred on 30 ‘iarch 1967 in io Comprido. : 
sfaueudes ehtscane ‘aie reported only by ground observers. The object was descrived 
AS complete ly white, silent, £lying at low altitude, and would disappear and re- 
@ppear at regular intervals. ‘his particular sighting received very little 
publicity in the news media. 


(Leeve Blank) 
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COMMENTS: «#s yet the Air icinistry.has not issued any official comment on these 
sightings and is presently studying the statements of the aircraft crews and 
ground observers. 
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Objects 
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DATE OF INFORMATION 10 Nov 67 = 10 Jan 68 12. ORIGINATOR: MOSCOW_USSR 


®LACE ANO DATE OF Aca: Moscow, USSR 13. PREPARED BY: 
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14. APPROVING AUTHDAITY: 
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SUMMARY (Leave Blank) 


Report includes information on Russian commissio’ t 
to study Unidentified Flying Objects, Of particular interest is the fact that 
. first the Russians publicised the commission, but now claim the commission has 
en disbanded, 
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» (0) In early November 1907 (exact date believed to be 10 Nov) Moscow TV 
esented & program on Unidentified Flying Objects, On 12 Nov 67 a Reuters 
‘lease in the U.K. press (believe article was in Daily Telegraph) reported the 
' program. 


» (U) The essence of the TV program, and Reuters report based on the TV program, 32 2 
\s that the Russians hed recently set up a commission to study UFOs, The ‘ X \ 
airman of the Commission is retired SAP Major General A.P, STROLYAROV, a former & 83 
rohnical Services Officer, The group consisted of 18 astronomers and SAF officers ~mR 
tus 200 observers, aie u 
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3 A day or two after the TV program, the Reuters correspondent went 

to see General STROLYAROV. The Generel was very polite, confirmed the information 
about the commission, the 18,astronomers and SAF officers and the 200 observers, 
In addition, he said five (5) positive sightings had been made, 


a Approximately a week later the Reuters correspondent went back to 
see General STROLYAROV, However, this time the correspondent could not get past 
the General's secretary; was politely but firmly told the General was no longer 
available for interview, 


5, MMMM «On 12 December 1967, the British Embassy was directed by London to 
turther investigate the subject with a view to cooperating with the Russians 
in observation teams for UFOs, 


‘. al The Scientific Counselor of the British Embassy went to the State 

C tee for Science and Technology and inquired about the UFO Commission and 
the possibility of British-Russian cooperation in observation of UFOs, The 
British Counselor was politely received and the commission was freely discussed, 
The British were told they would receive a reply to their request about 
cooperation. 


1, WMDs The British did not receive an answer and did not pursue the subject, 
| However, on 8 January 1968 while on a routine visit to the Soviet State Committee 
for Soience and Technology, the British Scientific Counselor was told the 
| following: The commission for investigating UFOs had been set up in response 
to @ popular demand, The commission had met twice, but since there was insuf- 
ficient information to sustain it the commission would be disbanded after the 
next meeting. 


8, MMMMMMDs«sThe British Scientific Counselor believes the original announcement 

of the work of the commission on TV was an oversight on the part of the censors 

because the commission has not been reported or referred to anywhere else, He 
| believes the commission has not been disbanded, tut will continue under cover, 
| Thie information was sent to London. 


concerts Sill 


1. QT she preceding information was given to RO by source, RO also read 
confidentidal British files on this subject, RO did not approach Reuters 

| gorrespondent because of delicate position of source, RO was unable to find 
anyone in Moscow who saw TV program or read article in UK press. 


2, | | On 10 or 11 November 1967 the U.S, Science Attache received a 

telephone call from the Reuters correspondent and was asked if he had seen the 

TV program, When the Science Attache replied that he had not seen the program, 
the correspondent described it and asked the Science Attache if he thought the 
information was worth reporting. The Science Attache said yes, The Science 
Kttache, like the RO, has not seen the UK press report, The U.S. Science Attache 
will receive two ooples of this report and will forward one copy to the appropria 
8 & T Agency in Washington. 
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1. DATE OF INFORMATION: 8 June to 8 August 1968 12. onigINAToR: USDAO, BUENOS AIRES, ARGENTINA 


3. PLACK ANO OaTe or Acq: Buenos Aires, Argentina 
8 Auguat 1968 


3. EVALUATION: SOURCE B INFORMATION 2 


13. PREPAREO BY 


RECD co 


7, SOURCE: 
Local newspapers 


5. SUMMARY: 

This report transmits translated swmaries of press articles on Unidentified Flyi 
Objects (UFO's). It covers a general cross section occurring during the past 60 
days. It is significant to note that a state of concern exists about the popula- 
tion in many parts of Argentina. 
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Following is a chronological summary of 23 articles, with numbers corresponding to 
numbers on clippings attached, last article in report is dated 8 August 1968. 

1., La.Razon (Buenos Aires), 8 Jun 68 - (Photo) Describes how two experienced 
pilots, 22 and 13 years with Aerolineas Argentinas, saw a UFO while flying over 
Punta Arenas. 

2, La Razon (Buenos Aires), 1 July 68 - Describes findings of the Aerial Phenomen 
Research Organiz, tion of Tuscon, Arizona, with comments. 

3. Los Principios (Cordoba), 5 July 68 - (Photo) Outlines details on the inven- 
tion of a geomagnetic and light detector to warn of the presence of UFO's. Second 
article, same source, quotes Argentine Commander in Chief of Navy as suggesting 
that Argentine A,med Forces are participating in an investigation of UF®'s. 

4, Tribuna (San Juan), 9 July 68 - (Photo) Substantiates reality of UFO's and 
~iestions. why, where snd what _for_of their presence _________-___ 


9+ Diario del Pueblo (Tandil) 13 July 68 - Describes landing of a UFO at the Air 
Base at Tandil. 


6. La Nacion (Buenos Aires) 15 J 68 - (Photo) Describes view a UF@ on 
23 June 68 at Mar del eee ba ane 
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te La Prensa (Buenos Aires) 17 July 68 - Gives details of a speech by a Mr. 
ederico B. Kirbus, position unknown, which discounts UFO's. 


8. La Cronica (Buenos Aires) 17 July 68 - Describes UFO sighting near Mendoza, 
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(Cusnincetton and Convo! Marhings) 
10. La Gente (Buenos Aires) 18 July 68 - (Photo) Explains Camision Abservadora de 
Objetos Voladores No Identificados (CODOVNI). Describes area of most common sight- 
ings. 

11. La Nacion (Buenos Aires) 18 July 68 - Describes landing of UFO in Chos Malal 
on 16 July with forces emenating. 


12, La Nacion, (Buenos Aires) 19 July 68 - Relates sightings by tower operator at 
Mendoza and pilot flying between Mendoza and Santiago, Chile. Also same source re- 
counts sighting at Balboa, Spain. 


13. La Razon (Buenos Aires) 26 July 68 - Describes attempt by five policeman in 
Olavanria to capture and later shoot three crewmembers of UFO. 


14. La Cronica (Buenos Aires) 26 July 68 - Relates sightings of UFO's at San Carlos 
de Bariloche, Cordoba, and Coquimbo, Chile. 


15. La Nacion (Buenos Aires) 27 July 68 - Describes sighting by persons in Laguna 
Paiva. 


16, La Razon (Buenos Aires) 27 July 68 - (Photo) Relates new sightings near Le 
Pastora, General Alvewe and Tepalque. The latter describes the crew and inability 
of machine-gun bullets to affect them. 


17. Cronica (Buenos Aires) 30 July 68 - Reports testimony of Dr. James McDonald 
of the U. 8. House of Representatives, sighting at Punta. del Este force fram which 
caused motor of car to stall,near Cauquenes, Chile. 


18, Clarin (Buenos Aires) 31 July 68 - (Photo) Describes and gives photos of a 
sighting in Lanus. 


19: Ta Nacion (Buenos Aires) 1 Aug 68 - Fram Madrid, Fernando Sesma, president of 
the Association of Friends of the Visitors from Space, theorized that these visitors 
have picked Argentina as the place to begin the conquest of earth. 


20, La Nacion (Buenos Aires) 2 August 68 - Describes a minute sighting near Rosario 
21. Asi (Buenos Aires) 3 Aug 68 - (Photo) Describes a sighting with photos near 
Trelew on 13 July 68. 

22. La Razon (3 Aug 68) - Relates argument by a Professor Alexander Ert supporting 
theory of flying saucers. 


23. Buenos Aires Herald (Buenos Aires) 8 Aug 68 - Describes in~space rendeyous 
between two UFO's between Indio Rico and Tres Arroyos, Argentina. 


COMMENTS; This report describes the rash of sightings of Unidentified Flying 
Objects (UFO's) presently occurring in Argentina and how this subject is the item 
of primary interest to the local populace. This report supplements IR 1 80} 0121 68 
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Fane 197h, Date and place sighted, observer, and dessription of UFO are given. 
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. During the period September 1973 to June 1974 a rash of UFOs appeared over SPAL 


«and sightings were reported by various types of people. The following table 
Mummarises these sightings. i 


| NOTEs 8.0. has no basis for checking validity of these reported UFO sightings. 
‘Data ie forwarded strictly for information of those parties interested. 
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EL Perrol del Caudille . Bright, circular, with Various. Was immobile during time of observation, 
(43278-008L4N) two heops, appetired to 

have feet on. bettem part. . 

: - + Iitted a very powerful 

Whiage _ Oiroular, like 4 flying Various residents ef taal sek or for about 15 mimtes, then 
(36438004250). saucer, had an intense Selitre Cuarteles departed suddenly towards Torremolinos. 

red light Streets, . (36371-00430W) 
Sighted fram football wa Four youths 
field of Cuidad Jardin, 
Arrecife; Lansarete Tellow, longitedinal, Fishermen. Sighted for approximately 50 seconds, 
(3'Th2~O0k 5h) like tail ofLm emet. then it became violet in color, finally 

disintegrating. 
5 kilometers south ef  Mether ship - alumimm, ‘Traveling salesman Was pursued by one of the maller 
Castille de las Quardas 150-200 meters leng. from Sevilla (3723 ships, which disappeared as observer 
(37h3%-00618¥) ; - Three amaller ships OO559W) entered village of Castillo de las 
: resembling sushreces. Quardas, 

Flew silently, had no 

windows but tewers above 

and below, 
On bigiway near lamizous, metal~like, Chauffeer of President Object moved upward with great brilliancy. 
Senlfcar de Barreneda , of Chdis Provincial As observer approached object, he felt 
(36478-00621) Commi salon. a strange sensation, His car finally 


came practically to a stop, os 
: ; back and” forth like a feather 
C8rdoba (37535-OOAN6H) = Round, luminous, pink, Two 13-year-old Object came with great speed at the 


a 
house, Object asc: ended and flew away. 
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(42028-00662) 
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© May 7h Alito de Oabrejas 
(shortly (Cuenca) (420k 
nia 7 00503W) 

¢ ol, 


15 May 7h  Pedroche (3826%-00k46W) 
(4:30 acm.) 


22 May 197h Ibisa (3854%-00126E) 


Triangular or conical, 


40 or 50 centimeters in 


length, fish-like in form, 


bright-colored, had three 
powerful green lights, 
silent. 


Oval, reddish reflections 


Round, sise of a table. 


Somewhat like a top. 


Numerous passengers 
on ferry from Ceuta 
to Algeciras, 


Newspaper photographer 


Astroncaica} group 


papas ‘2 Spanish 


Youth Organisation) 


Newspaper editor, his 
associates and printers 
of the paper. 


Guard (60 years old), 
a 62-year-old man and 
a young couple. 


Three @ar passengers 


. Couple from U8rdoba 


(businesman and a 


Wife of a reporter. 


Rose out of the water near a huge 
rock, traveled at low altitude, 
then fell into the water again. 
This happened twice. 


Four photographs were published 
local newspaper. 


Was photographed by the group and 
photo appeared in local newspaper. 


Was a great distance away and travel- 
ing at a speed that appeared to be 
slow, going from east to west and 
moving swiftly up and dom. Disap- 
peared after a few minutes. 


Appeared over center of city for half 
a mimte, then disappeared. 


Rotated over car for about 40 seconds, 
then flew higher and disappeared, 


UFO pursued their car and when it 
intercepted their travel on the road, 
they turned around rapidly. 


Was photographed. Remained stationary 
in space for some — then rose and 
disappeared, 
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16. June 7h 


Cheeres 
(5 a.m) (392980062211) 


Laminous, emitting Lé-year-old farm Was pursued by UFO for several . 
brilliant light on the laborer. Sew 
higimay. 7 


lights, it slowly flew away. 


> “coments OF BO: It is of interest to note that in April of this year teams of extra sensory perception specialintes held 


a mee’ in Maga for the parpose of scientifically studying the UFOs seen in that’vicinity, Results of this meeting 


3] -unknown, 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
11TH SUPPORT WING | 


Bi dec 1904 


11 MSS/MSIS (FOIA) 
1000 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington DC 20330-1000 


Clifford E. Stone 
1421 E. Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201 


Dear Mr. Stone 


This is in response to your September 29, 1994 Freedom 
of Information Act request addressed to Senator Domenici. 
We received it on October 17, 1994 from the Secretary of 
the Air Force Legislative Liaison. 


The earlier, updated, reply to you via Senator Bingaman 
contains all the information the Air Force Intelligence 
community posses on Project Blue Fly and Moon Dust. The 
projects, as such no longer exist, nor do their files. 
Classified reports that existed, if any, presumably were 
destroyed. Therefore, a “no records” determination is made. 


Project Blue Fly was classified because the Air Force 
did not wish the Former Soviet Union (FSU) to know whether 
it had captured and examined downed Soviet personnel, 
equipment, or aircraft. However, as no one or thing was 
ever downed or captured the mission was canceled, the Blue 
Fly teams disbanded, and in due course the files destroyed. 


_ Project Moon Dust was initially classified because the 
Air Force did not wish the FSU to know which, if any, of its 
satellites or their components that had survived re-entry 
anywhere in the world may have been examined by the USAF 
before its return to the FSU. The program was declassified 
when the Department of State released a previously 
Classified 1973 message: “Guidance for Dealing with Space 
Objects which have returned to Earth.” Ag with Blue Fly, in 
due course the files were destroyed. * 
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The Air Force continues to maintain an interest in 
space objects that survive re-entry for Purpose of 
identification, liability, and treaty obligations. Such 
objects are forwarded to the AF’s National Air Intelligence 
Center, Wright-Patterson AFB, OH, for analysis. If the item 
is of foreign origin, the State Department notifies the 
launching country per the Treaty governing such matters. 


If you interpret this "no records" response as an 
averse action you may appeal it to the Secretary of the Air 
Force within 60 days from the date of this letter. Include 
in your appeal your reasons for reconsideration and attach a 
copy of this letter. Address your letter as follows: 


Secretary of the Air Force 
THRU: 11 MSS/MSIS (FOIA) 
1000 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington DC 20330-1000 
We regret the delay in responding to this request and 
the confusion resulting from previous responses. We trust 
this information is helpful. 
Rhonda Jenkins is our action officer on (703) 695-4992. 


Sincerely 


aioe begthe << 


edom of Information Manager 


94-1913 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
11TH SUPPORT WING 


23 FEB 1995 


11 MSS/MSISL (MDR) 
1000 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington DC 20330-1000 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 East Tilden 
Roswell New Mexico 88201-7955 


Dear Mr. Stone 


This is in response to your Mandatory Declassification Review (MDR) request dated 
September 27, 1994. 


Attached are documents, that were previously provided to the Air Force by individuals 
seeking information on records relating to Projects MOONDUST and BLUEFLY. These 
documents were provided by an unknown source and they can not be authenticated. The Air Force 
dose not possess any documents either requested or relevant. Further, neither project now exists. 


The recitation in Enclosure 3 to your letter is a factual statement of the history of 
Projects MOONDUST and BLUEFLY. The statement in the next-to-last paragraph still applies. 
For example if a space object were to be recovered and obtained by the Air Force, it would be 
forwarded to the National Air Intelligence Center (formerly Foreign Aerospace Science and 
Technology Center), Wright-Patterson AFB, OH, for analysis as noted. However, if a foreign 
government were to recover a space object and invite the US to examine and identify it, that 
nation’s identity would be protected unless it agreed to release the story of the cooperation between 
us. 


Questions concerning this review can be directed to the undersigned at DSN 225-4992 
or COMM (703) 695-4992. 


ni Se Ses 
* THICK S GRACE OOO 
tory Declassification 


Review Manager 


Attachment: 
Releasable Records 
94-MDR-0057 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC 


APR 0 4 1997 


OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL 


SAF/GCA 
1740 AIR FORCE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20330-1740 


Mr. Clifford E. Stone 
1421 East Tilden 
Roswell, NM 88201-7955 


Dear Mr. Stone: 


This letter replies to your January 2, 1993 (JACL #93092) and December 13, 1994 (JACL 
#95052) appeals under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). Since the subject matter of the 
original requests was closely related, we decided to process these appeals together. I have been 
delegated the responsibility to conduct the Office of the Secretary of the Air Force review in your 
cases. 


You were notified by a letter dated December 14, 1992 that “no records” were found in 
response to your September 25, 1992 request for records related to alleged UFO crashes and 
Tecoveries in the Roswell, New Mexico area on July 2, 1947, and the Kecksburg, Pennsylvania 
area on December 9, 1965. The Air Force has performed numerous searches for these documents 
over the years in response to requests by you and others. No responsive records have ever been 
found. Therefore, your January 2, 1993 appeal (JACL #93092) is denied. 


As part of the above appeal, you questioned why there would be a denial authority and 
why appeal rights would be given if there were no records. The answer is that current laws 
dictate these procedures. Under the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. § 552, a “no recérds” 
response is considered an adverse determination. A tight to appeal is granted, and when it is 
exercised, a second search is conducted for responsive records. 


Regarding the December 13, 1994 appeal, JACL #95052, a second search resulted in the 
discovery of responsive documents which are being released to you. The original records dealing 
with Operation Blue Fly and Project Moon Dust were destroyed quite some time ago. The Air 
Force Historical Research Agency and Air Force Intelligence discovered the enclosed records 
attached to previous requests for information on these programs. Some of the records were 
previously redacted, and some are of poor quality, however they represent the best remaining 
records available from these programs. 


Operation Blue Fly was originated in the Air Defense Command during the Korean War 
to establish intelligence teams to visit crash sites in the United States to recover downed Soviet 
Bloc pilots and equipment, and existed until canceled in the 1970s. Its mission had been 
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enlarged to include space objects and UFOs, if any were reported available for recovery. No 
Soviet Bloc planes or personnel were ever downed in the United States, and no UFOs were ever 
Treported downed or recovered in the United States or anywhere else. Operation Blue Fly was 
terminated because of the lack of activity. As you know, the Air Force terminated its 
investigative interest in UFOs in 1969. The Air Force Special Activities Center at Fort Belvoir 
no longer exists, and no Operation Blue Fly or Project Moon Dust files were left. 


Space objects have been recovered by U.S. civilians and turned over to the Air Force for 
inspection and analysis, but no Operation Blue Fly intelligence teams were involved in these 
transactions. Space objects come under Project Moon Dust, which is administered by the United 
States Department of State. Questions regarding these records should be directed to the Office of 
Freedom of Information, Privacy, and Classification Review, Bureau of Administration, U.S. 
Department of State, Washington, DC, 20520-1512; telephone: (202) 647- 6070; fax: (202) 736- 
7304. 


This constitutes the final Air Force action on your appeals. The Freedom of 
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. § 552, provides for judicial review of this determination. 


Sincerely, 


Me A. Gites 


Deputy General Counsel 
(Civilian Personnel & Fiscal) 


Attachment: 
Releasable records 


(u) Project BLUE FLY 


(Seswate-trooees) A BLUE FLY operation was initiated on 20 March 


1964, when a Soviet built Cuban HOUND Helicopter landed at Key West, 
Florida. In accordance with the Defense Intelligence Agency: Instruc« 
tion Number 58-16, Subject (U) Exploitation of Foreign Aircraft, the 
USAF was assigned the primary responsibility for intelligence exploita-~ 
tion of this helicopter. The actual exploitation wag Jointly conducted 
with the Central Intelligence Agency, the Department of the Navy and 
the U.S. Arny's Foreign Scientific and Technical Center. Air Force 


‘Systems Command (Foreign Technology Division) represented the Air 
Force during the On~site exploitation. ‘the HOUND helicopter, with 


exception of the weapons system, was exploited at Key West. The | 


“weapons system was removed and evaluated at the. Springfield Arsenal 


-. Springfield, Massachusetts. ‘The oxplottatiqn uns comleted on | 


4 April 1964. ‘Three lengthy and detailed reports were published; 


one by Air Force Systems Command's (AFSC) Foreign Technology Division 


and two by the U.S. Army's Foreign Scientific and Technical Center. 


The helicopter is Presently in storage at the U.S. Naval facility 


at Key West, Florida, pending disposal instructions from the Depart-= 


ment of State. 


as : Doc. 8-25 U.S.A. Project (Operation) Blue Fly 
Report, Mar 20, 1964 


Doc. 8-26 Operation Blue Book Report on 
Amce, PA UFO Case, Dec 9, 1965 
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APPENDIX 


Author’s Updated Report on 


“Operation Blue Fly” 
(Original Version Was Sent to the United 
States Congress in November 1993) 


© 1993, 1997 by Clifford E. Stone 


In early 1993, New Mexico Congressman Steven Schiff requested information on UFOs 
from the Department of Defense and the Air Force and received an unsatisfactory re- 
sponse. He then pounded the paper trail by publicly requesting any information on 
government documents that might exist concerning the Roswell Incident. 

I responded to Congressman Schiff’s appeal by sending him many of the docu- 
ments I had amassed over 20 years of using the Freedom of Information Act to secure 
UFO information from various government agencies. 

Congressman Schiff’s Albuquerque office reviewed my files and contacted me, in- 
quiring if I had any additional information. It was this request that encouraged me to 
prepare this report on the Air Force’s Top Secret “Operation Blue Fly.” 

Besides sending this report to Congressman Schiff, I sent it to an additional twenty- 
seven congressmen and senators, as well as to the General Accounting Office, in Novem- 
ber 1993. 

The point of the report is to demonstrate to Congress that there were, and still are, 
active operations within the U.S. Intelligence Community to secretly gather information 
on “objects of unknown origin” and to recover any debris from such objects. 

These operations are still ongoing, despite the denials of the Intelligence Community. 
I can only urge you to write your senators, congressmen, and members of the media, 
requesting the truth about what the military and intelligence agencies are doing with 
relevant information they possess on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects. 

The following is taken directly from an official U.S. Air Force document dated 
October 20, 1969, recommending the termination of Operation Blue Book: 


.. reports of unidentified flying objects which could affect national security are made 
in accordance with JANAP 146 or Air Force Manual 55-11, and are NOT part of the 
Blue Book system. The Air Force experience therefore confirms the IMPRESSION of 
the University of Colorado researchers “that the defense function could be per- 
formed within the framework established for intelligence and surveillance opera- 
tions without the continuance of a special unit such as Operation Blue Book.” 


This quote clearly points out several items of interest concerning Operation Blue Book. 

First, Blue Book was established to receive UFO reports from the public at large 
and act as a public relations unit. Blue Book was not to be involved with those cases con- 
sidered to be of vital intelligence interest. For those cases, involving vital intelligence con- 
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cerns, another entity or reporting channel had already been established outside the Blue 
Book reporting system. 

Second, the Air Force, unknown to the public, had in place another reporting 
channel for UFO reports which they wished to keep away from the public’s view. (The 
University of Colorado UFO researchers made just such a recommendation, not being 
aware of the existence of this other entity outside Operation Blue Book. Later, in this 
report, | identify this other entity and trace some of its history. However, for now, I would 
like to reflect upon some other interesting points made in this government document.) 


The termination of Operation Blue Book would leave no official federal office to 
receive reports of UFOs. However, as already stated, reports of UFOs which could 
affect national security would continue to be handled through the standard Air 
Force procedures designed for this purpose. 


Read the above quote again, which is from the Air Force document in question, 
very closely. Here it is made very clear that while the termination of Operation Blue Book 
would give the impression that the U.S. Air Force was out of the UFO business by not 
having a clearinghouse, so to speak, for submission of UFO reports from the public, it 
would carry on its investigation of those UFO cases it deemed to have vital intelligence 
interest, without fear of any questions from the media or public at large. All the Air Force 
had to do, should anyone ask questions, was simply to state that the U.S. Air Force ceased 
its investigation of UFOs on December 17, 1969, as a result of the University of Colorado 
Study recommendation. Since the existence of this other reporting system was unknown 
to the media and public it was not required, nor did the Air Force wish, to make its exist- 
ence known. 

To this very day the U.S. Air Force does not want the American public to be made 
aware of any such UFO program currently in existence within its intelligence branch. Yet, 
I assure you that such a unit does, in fact, exist and one of its many duties is the gathering 
of information on UFO cases that it deems to have vital intelligence interest. This same 
unit is charged with the responsibility of forwarding the information it gathers on UFOs 
to other interested agencies. 

There have been many explanations, both pro and con, given for this document, 
known as the “Bolender Memo.” The pros have been that it “proves” the U.S. Air Force 
had, and still has, a highly classified UFO investigation program. The cons are that Briga- 
dier General (B.G.) Bolender was pressed for time and had to say something. Not wanting 
to make “the powers that be” worry, that should a situation arise concerning UFOs and 
national security, we would be ill equipped to deal with such a contingency, he chose to 
declare that we already had that base covered—not really knowing what he was talking 
about. 

Actually B.G. Bolender knew quite well what he was talking about. Bolender knew 
that Operation Blue Book did not investigate the really good UFO cases reported to the 
U.S Air Force. Bolender knew of that “special unit” located at Fort Belvoir, Virginia. 

Under Air Defense Command Regulation 24-4, dated January 3, 1953, the 4602d 
Air Intelligence Service Squadron (AISS) was created. On August 26, 1953, this “special 
unit” was charged with the official investigation of UFOs under Air Force Regulation 200-2. All 
UFO reports were to go through the 4602d AISS prior to any transmission to Operation Blue 
Book at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio. 

AFR 200-2, dated August 12, 1954, stated: 
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The Air Defense Command has a direct interest in the facts pertaining to UFOBs 
[UFO reports] reported within the ZI [Zone of the Interior] and has, in the 4602d 
Air Intelligence Service Squadron [AISS] the capability to investigate these reports. 
The 4602d AISS is composed of specialists trained for field coliection and investiga- 
tion of matters of air intelligence interest which occur within the ZI. This squadron is 
highly mobile and deployed throughout the ZI. 


Here we have an Air Force regulation making it clear that the Air Defense Com- 
mand had a direct interest in UFOs, as well as the unit best suited to do the investigations: 
the 4602d AISS. It also indicated that another agency, outside of Operation Blue Book, 
was involved with UFO investigations. 

We are aware that every Air Force Base was required to appoint an Operation Blue 
Book Officer, mostly as an additional duty, to handle UFO reports that came to the atten- 
tion of the base. However, these officers were not permitted to report cases directly to 
Operation Blue Book at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. They first had to bring the cases 
to the attention of—you guessed it—the 4602d AISS. Nor were they to conduct any inves- 
tigation beyond a preliminary one, without a direct request to do so from the 4602d AISS. 

AFR 200-2 stated: 


All Air Force activities are authorized to conduct such preliminary investigation as 
may be required for reporting purposes; however, investigations should not be 
carried beyond this point, unless such action is requested by the 4602d AISS. 


According to AFR 200-2: 


The Air Technical Intelligence Center (ATIC) will analyze and evaluate: All informa- 
tion and evidence within the ZI after the Air Defense Command has exhausted all 
efforts to identify the UFOB; and all information and evidence collected in overseas 
areas. 


I have several problems with the above quote from AFR 200-2. First, we now know, 
thanks to the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), that many of the cases that should 
have been in the Operation Blue Book files were not there. However, they did show up in 
the Director of Air Intelligence’s files with a clear indication that they had, in fact, gone 
through the 4602d AISS. 

Second, many of the overseas cases, which should have been in the Operation Blue 
Book files, were also missing. However, many of these have also turned up in the Director 
of Air Intelligence’s files, once again indicating they, too, had gone through the 4602d 
AISS. 

Third, none of these missing files, which were located in the Office of the Director 
of Air Intelligence, gave any indication that they had been explained away by the 4602d 
AISS. Even if they had been explained, there should have been a paper trail of files and 
documents on these cases in the Operation Blue Book files. 

In October 1989, the Office of the Director of Air Intelligence released several files 
to me. These files should have been in the Blue Book files also, but they were not. What I 
found interesting about this batch of files was that all technical information gathered by 
the aircraft that were involved was forwarded to the National Security Agency (NSA) by 
the 4602d AISS and not to Operation Blue Book. Of course, most of the aircraft involved 
in these cases were RB-47’s and the National Security Agency would be the agency best 
suited to evaluate the electronic data gathered. However, the NSA will not, as of the pub- 
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lication date of this book, release any information on these cases, even though they oc- 
curred in the mid-1950s. 

Over the years, as a result of Air Force reorganization, the 4602d AISS has been 
known by many names. In July 1957, the 4602d AISS became the 1006th AISS. In April 
1960, it became known as the 1127th USAF Field Activities Group. Later, it would become 
known by such names as the 7602d Field Activities Group, the U.S. Air Force Special 
Activities Center, and today it exists as the 696th Air Intelligence Group, located at Fort 
Belvoir, Virginia. 

Also, over the years, this unit maintained three of its peacetime functions. These 
were: 


1. Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs): to investigate reliably reported UFOs within 
the United States. From documents released under the Freedom of Information Act, 
it would, also, appear they collected information on UFOs from overseas and for- 
warded this information to “interested agencies.” 

2. Project Moon Dust: to recover non-U.S. objects or objects of unknown origin and 
debris of such objects that had survived re-entry from space to earth. Of course, 
some very earthly space objects are initially reported as UFOs or objects of unknown 
origin until closer examination is made. 

3. Operation Blue Fly: to expeditiously retrieve MOONDUST and other items of vital 
intelligence interest. This included reports of allegedly downed UFOs, both within 
the United States and abroad. 


These three peacetime missions all involve 


a potential for employment of qualified field intelligence personnel on a quick 
reaction basis to recover or perform field exploitation of unidentified flying objects, 
or known Soviet/Bloc aerospace vehicles, weapons systems, and/or residual compo- 
nents of such equipment. 


These missions were carried out by three-man intelligence teams. However, they 
could draw upon the resources of the closest military installation(s) in the area of opera- 
tions both overseas and here in the United States. 

We can ascertain from newspaper accounts and documents that have been released 
under FOIA requests that our government did, in fact, recover objects of unknown origin 
both overseas and in the United States. We can also ascertain that the military was in- 
volved in some aspects with these recoveries. 

In December 1965, the military recovered an object of unknown origin in Kecksburg, 
Pennsylvania. In August 1967, we recovered an object of unknown origin, described as a 
satellite, in Sudan. In July 1968, we recovered an object of unknown origin in Nepal. This 
object was described as being in four pieces with one of the pieces said to be of a nose- 
cone shape. 

What do all these cases have in common? Our government will not answer any 
questions concerning these cases. Neither will they identify the origin of the objects nor 
what these objects were. Surely, at this time in our world’s history, there can be no useful 
purpose in keeping all of this information classified. 

Debunkers will state that if these objects are anything, they are Soviet spacecraft 
which we recovered and do not want the Soviets to know came into our possession. If this 
were truly the case, why have the Soviets not filed an official protest with the United 
Nations for return of their property? The Soviets are just as capable to track down their 


58 


APPENDIX 


fallen space objects as we are. They would surely be aware of where their space objects 
impacted on earth, should they survive re-entry. 

In addition, we are a party to various space treaties and UN resolutions dealing 
with space objects which have returned to earth. Should we recover any object belonging 
to another country, and not return it, we would be in violation of international law. We 
should look very closely at any object or objects we might recover for technical intelli- 
gence purposes. However, in the end, we are compelled to return them to their launch 
authority or country of origin. In these cases mentioned above this has still not happened. 

In December 1989, I decided to begin the process of gathering as much informa- 
tion as possible on the unit at Fort Belvoir, Virginia, Project Moon Dust, and Operation 
Blue Fly. The responses I received from the Air Force proved to be quite interesting in 
that they considered the release of any information to be so sensitive that in their re- 
sponse to me of June 5, 1991, they wrote: 


We can neither confirm nor deny the existence or nonexistence of records respon- 
sive to your request regarding “Projects or Operations known as BLUE FLY, MOON 
DUST, AFCIN SOP, and ICGL#4,” as any other response could reveal classified 
information concerning military plans, weapons, or operations under section1.3(a) (1) of 
Executive Order 12356, “National Security Information.” Therefore, pursuant to 
Title 5, United States Code (USC), Section 552(b) (1), and Air Force Regulation 12-30, 
paragraph 10a, your request is denied. 


This statement indicated that these programs and regulations were current and still active. 

Of course, I appealed this decision. All efforts, on my own, to gather information 
on the UFO History of the 4602d AISS, Project Moon Dust, and Operation Blue Fly have 
met with the Air Force ending all their replies with: 


Therefore, no further action is required and this matter is considered closed. 


Considered closed by whom? I assure you, this matter was not, by any means, con- 
sidered closed by me. 

With the Air Force unwilling to release any information, I asked for the help of the 
office of Senator Bingaman. At first the Senator’s Office was hesitant to become involved 
in such a nutty subject such as UFO cover-ups. However, after reviewing my documenta- 
tion and listening to me explain that I was looking for the truth concerning these mystery 
missions and the 4602d AISS’s involvement with them, and not necessarily UFOs or space- 
craft from other planets, the Senator’s Office made inquiries on my behalf. 

In November 1992, the Air Force responded to Senator Bingaman’s first inquiry. 
The Air Force stated: 


There is no agency nor has there ever been, at Fort Belvoir, Virginia, which would 
deal with UFOs or have any information about the incident at Roswell. In addition, 
there is no Project Moon Dust or Operation Blue Fly. These missions have never 
existed, 


Armed with this response and believing that the Air Force had chosen to lie to a 
United States Senator in order to cover up the existence of these secret government agen- 
cies—Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue Fly—I challenged their reply. 

In a letter dated April 14, 1993, the Air Force responded to my challenge to their 
earlier reply, stating: 
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Upon further review of the case (which was aided by the several attachments to Mr. 
Stone’s letter), we wish to amend the statements contained in the previous response 
to your inquiry. 


Also, the Air Force attempted to down play the 4602d AISS’s involvement with 
UFOs by not naming the unit and by stating: 


As the occasion never arose to use these air defense teams, the mission was assigned 
to Headquarters, United States Air Force, in]1957... 


Furthermore, the Air Force wanted to suggest, in this letter, that it was the Head- 
quarters of the United States Air Force, in1957, that was expanded to include the investi- 
gations of UFOs through Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue Fly. However, the re- 
corded history clearly shows this not have been the case. 

Among the documents I sent to the Air Force to “educate” them were two docu- 
ments dealing with UFO sightings in the Soviet Union. These documents were dated in 
the late 1980s. 

This is what the Air Force had to say about these two documents: 


Since the Air Force discontinued its investigative interest in UFOs in 1969, reports of 
UFO sightings are now recorded and forwarded only if there is a prior interest in the 
source of the UFO sighting. For example, Enclosures 3 and 4 of Mr. Stone’s letter 
pertain to debriefings of two Soviet sources who were being interviewed for possible 
military information of interest. Their recounts of UFO sightings, even though they 
had occurred many years earlier, were included in the report for historical interest 
and were incidental to the main purpose of the report. 


I would like to elaborate further on these two documents: Enclosure 3, dated No- 
vember 25, 1987, and entitled “UFO Siting [Sighting] in Shadrinsk,” deals with UFO 
sightings which took place in 1974. Enclosure 4, dated December 7, 1989, and entitled 
“Sovict Aircrew Sightings of Unexplained Phenomena,” deals with UFO sightings which 
took place in 1984 and later. 

These two reports seem to deal directly with UFO sightings in the U.S.S.R. They 
make no mention of anything controversial or secret, such as missile testing, technical 
information on a possible new Soviet MIG, or any type of military information (outside of 
the UFO sightings themselves) that I am aware of. My question is: What was the main 
purpose of these two reports if, as the Air Force claims, UFOs were allegedly “incidental”? 

There exist many reasons for the Air Force to have a continued interest in UFOs. 
Among these are: to avoid technological surprise; searching out solutions to certain unan- 
swered questions of atmospheric physics and radar propagation through the atmosphere 
which are involved with UFO reports; and the possible military exploitation of reported 
UFOs. All of these are of obvious intelligence interest and concern. 

It does not require a believer in interplanetary visitors to understand why the Air 
Force would have an interest in UFOs. The reasons given above explain why much of the 
information might still be highly classified. However, this does not explain why the Air 
Force would deny any interest in UFOs, while, at the same time, the Air Force is continu- 
ing to collect information from around the world on UFO reports in the 1990s. 

The United States Air Force has conducted, and continues to conduct, a highly 
classified UFO investigations program. Under this program, the Air Force has actively 
taken part in the recovery of objects of “unknown origin” and has chosen to remain silent 
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about these recoveries. The special unit for these investigations and recoveries is located 
at Fort Belvoir. 

The answers as to what our government really knows about UFOs, and whether 
they are of interplanetary origin, can only be learned through fuil disclosure of the records 
concerning these investigations by this special unit located at Fort Belvoir. This appears to 
be something the United States Air Force is not yet ready or willing to do. 

During the existence of Operation Blue Book, Congress has held several hearings 
concerning UFOs. However, these hearings were always limited to just the records within 
the Blue Book files. No member of Congress has ever requested to hear testimony from 
other agencies or individuals within these other agencies which have knowledge of the 
existence of the more involved investigations into the subject of UFOs. The reason for this 
is very simple. Congress was not made aware of any agency, outside of the U.S. Air Force, 
that had any interest or involvement in UFO phenomena. 

The release of classified information or material to Congress by any Department of 
Defense (DOD) agency is made in accordance with DOD Directive 5400.4. However, Con- 
gress must identify the information it is seeking—in writing. In addition, any DOD em- 
ployee testifying before a congressional committee in executive session, in relation to a 
classified matter, must obtain the assurance of the committee that individuals present 
during the testimony have a security clearance commensurate with the highest classifica- 
tion of the information that may be discussed. 

This seems to work well for information up to the Top Secret level. However, it gets 
much more involved for information protected under Special Access Programs, such as 
SCI or ESI material. 

Department of Defense employees are briefed that members of Congress, by vir- 
tuc of their elected positions, are not investigated or cleared by the DOD. They are fur- 
ther cautioned that while members of Congress might be cleared for information up to 
the Top Secret level, they may not be cleared for information protected under certain 
Special Access Programs; information considered as SCI or ESI material; or other infor- 
mation protected by executive directives. This is particularly true of congressional aids. 
Therefore, one can easily see the hesitation on the part of some who have testified before 
Congress; they have been less than candid and at times even less than truthful. 

Once again the reason for this is simple. While Congress has passed laws to protect 
so-called whistleblowers, the congressional track record on protecting whistleblowers who 
have come forward and told what they knew on controversial matters has been poor. 
Therefore, a person testifying before a congressional committee is much more hesitant to 
volunteer any helpful information that is not specifically asked for. The rule of thumb is: 
If not asked, don’t volunteer information. 

To get to the truth, Congress should hold a congressional hearing in executive 
session to hear testimony concerning the classified aspects of the information that has 
and is being gathered by the various government agencies on reported UFOs, as alluded 
to by the documentation released under FOIA. A Congressional Committee should also 
inquire into the classified aspects of the recovery of “objects of unknown origin” under 
Project Moondust and Operation Blue Fly. This action would be of great benefit if for no 
other reason than to insure that Congress is made aware of such activities and their in- 
tended purpose. While some of the information gathered by this committee could not be 
made available to the public, as much as is possible should be considered for public dis- 
closure. 
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In order to insure that a congressional hearing accomplishes its goals and to insure 
that all documentation is made available to Congress for review, the following guidelines 
should be required: 

1. The best government documents gathered under FOIA by private researchers 
should be made available to the Congressional Committee. 

2. The Congressional Committee should then meet in open session to explain the 
reasons for the hearing and to promote an open review of the documentation that was 
already released under FOIA. This should be done to remove any thought by the public of 
possible cover-up and to assure the public that this is not a search for “little green men” or 
“flying saucers” hidden away by the military. It should be made clear from the start that 
the committee is simply looking for the truth behind the alleged cover-up and is attempt- 
ing to determine if various agencies were, in fact, withholding information from Congress 
and the American public concerning UFO phenomena, in violation of the law. 

3. The Congressional Committee should follow up the open session with a closed 
executive session to hear testimony from witnesses within the various agencies involved. 
This, of course, should be done to protect legitimate national security concerns. It must 
be understood that while some information of interest to intelligence agencies might 
initially have been reported as UFOs or flying saucers, and documented in some released 
FOIA documents as such, there may be some legitimate national security concerns having 
nothing to do with UFO phenomena which justifies keeping those incidents classified. 

4. Congress must demand that those government employees testifying before the 
committee behind closed doors be open and candid in their testimony. This would have 
to include both active and retired employees. These government employees are well aware 
of the poor record of Congress in protecting former whistleblowers. Unless there is full 
assurance that these people will not find themselves losing their jobs and retirement ben- 
efits as a result of trumped-up charges in the future, they will not be as open or candid as 
they should be. 

5. Because of the various agencies involved, every effort should be made to insure 
that the members making up the Congressional Committee have security clearance com- 
mensurate with the highest classification of the information that might be discussed. Some 
of this information will be compartmented and may be considered extremely sensitive. 
Having a Top Secret clearance will not be enough to permit the revelation of the more 
interesting and sensitive discoveries. 

6. A final written report should be made by Congress after the hearings, with as 
much public disclosure as possible. Again, the intent of this committee is not the proving 
or disproving of the existence of UFOs, but, rather, determining if these various govern- 
ment agencies have been completely candid and honest with members of Congress. 

7. The intent of the Congressional Committee should simply be to establish the 
truth as to the alleged cover-up of UFO information by any governmental agency and the 
legality of any cover-up, should it be established that any such efforts were ongoing. 
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